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Introduction
The idea for this book began back in 1988 and 1989 when Patrick Palmer and Nick 
Ward often suggested to me that I should write a history of gay Queensland. Having 
just returned to Australia and a position at the University of Queensland, after 
spending several years at the University of Papua New Guinea, I had no spare 
time, but was interested, thinking of it as a future project. At the end of the 1980s 
the National Party government was in its last throes and the Queensland Association 
for Gay Law Reform was lobbying hard to have the criminal code amended so that 
homosexuality was no longer an offence. They tried to instil in me a sense of 
urgency. However, it has taken me a decade to fulfil, even partially, their desires.
During those years there has been a burgeoning of lesbian and gay scholarship 
all over Australia. The Australian Lesbian and Gay Archives at the University 
o f Melbourne, and the University of Sydney’s Australian Centre for Lesbian 
and Gay Research, have provided a sound foundation for the growing number 
o f researchers. The recent publication o f Gay, Lesbian and Queer Studies in 
Australia, edited by Raymond Donovan and Leong Chan, has extended this 
academic network.1 The literature available is wide-ranging and fast-growing: 
from novels, an anthology of and a guide to gay and lesbian writing, to histories 
of Sydney’s Mardi Gras and gay law reform in Tasmania, Craig Johnston’s 
collected writings, 1973-1998, Dino Hodge’s interviews on lesbian and gay 
spirituality, and biographies or autobiographies such as those by Dennis Altman, 
Peter Blazey, Robert Dessaix, Wayne King, Carlotta, Ian Roberts and Dorothy 
McRae-McMahon.2 There is also an ever expanding biographical literature on 
living with AIDS, notably the early Queensland book by Eric Michaels, and 
those of John Foster and Timothy Conigrave.3
If two individuals can be singled out who inspired me to write this book, they 
would have to be Robert French and Garry Wotherspoon. Robert French wrote 
a history column in the Sydney Star Observer in 1992-93, which in edited form 
was published as Camping by a Billabong: Gay and Lesbian Stories from  
Australian history.4 Robert’s short essays and the book they became were 
the inspiration for a similar series of articles I wrote for Queensland Pride 
between 1994 and 1998. Garry Wotherspoon is the best known and most 
productive historian of gay Australia. His Being Different: Nine Gay Men 
Remember and his history of gay Sydney, ‘ City o f the Plain ’: History o f a 
Gay Sub-Culture5 stand as land marks in gay writing in Australia. As well, the 
series of Gay and Lesbian Perspectives6 books (1994-98) edited by Garry 
Wotherspoon and Robert Aldrich, has provided a much needed publication outlet 
for those interested in Australian gay and lesbian history. When I attended the 
launch o f City on the Plain, Garry wrote in my copy ‘Will there be a Brisbane 
history?’ This book is in part a response to his question.
X Sunshine and Rainbows
Although Brisbane dominates this book, in the same way that it has always 
dominated the colony and State, every attempt has been made to make this a 
Queensland-wide history and one relevant to all of Australia. Queensland was 
the northern regions o f New South Wales until 1859, then a separate British 
colony until 1900, and an Australian State thereafter. Queensland, dubbed 
Australia’s ‘Sunshine State’, lying mainly between ten and twenty-nine degrees 
south of the equator, has typically a subtropical to tropical climate, spanning latitudes 
equivalent to those o f Mexico, Egypt, India, and Thailand in the Northern 
Hemisphere. The second largest of the six States, it occupies the northeast 
quarter o f the continent, an area much the same size as the British Isles and 
Western Europe combined, or five Japans, or two and a half Texases. The initial 
British settlers arrived in 1820s, into what was to become southern Queensland. 
British colonisation, first by a convict settlement at Moreton Bay, Brisbane ( 1824- 
42) and by free settlers onwards from the 1840s, slowly displaced the remaining 
approximately 60,000 indigenous population, their numbers already reduced by 
epidemic diseases like smallpox which had moved ahead o f the advancing settler 
frontier. Queensland currently has a population of just over three million.
Sunshine and Rainbows proceeds chronologically from the 1820s through 
until the 1990s, spinning Queensland examples into a wider Australian web. While 
Sydney can rightly claim to be the gay capital of Australia, this is a reasonably 
recent phenomenon, a product of climate and environment, urban size, politics 
and economics, and the development of a subculture which created its own 
momentum. Many of the case studies used in this book to illustrate changes and 
development o f Queensland’s gay and lesbian culture could just as well be drawn 
from any area o f Australia. Queensland in many ways is the perfect paradigm to 
use to look at the transition in Australia from isolated homosexual acts and 
individuals, to a gay and lesbian subculture, and what I suggest in the final chapter 
has in the 1990s become a culture in its own right. Some historians and social 
scientists have argued that Queensland is different from the rest o f Australia. I 
would argue that Queensland is quintessential^ Australian, and that the 
‘Queensland is different’ thesis developed as a reaction to and an attempt to 
explain the decades of conservative rule between the 1950s and 1980s. The 
thesis surfaced again in the late 1990s as Australians endeavored to explain the 
phenomena o f Pauline Hanson and her One Nation Party. It can also be argued 
that Brisbane and Queensland are far more typical of Australia than are Sydney 
and New South Wales. However, Queensland also has certain characteristics 
which make it unusual and worthy of close study.
First, it remains a rural-based largely conservative State, although there is a 
conundrum in that its politics in the 1910s and 1920s were the most radical in 
Australia. Second, urban Queensland is different from any other State: Brisbane 
dominates the State but there is also a chain o f medium size towns and cities at 
regular intervals along the east coast, which is not matched in any other part o f
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Australia. These coastal towns have always played an important part in 
Queensland’s history. Third, Queensland has long had a very diverse racial 
composition, which led to interesting possibilities of interracial homosexual 
behavior within a largely racist white Australia, in some ways challenging the 
basic paradigm behind the White Australia Policy. Fourth, Queensland was the 
cradle of much of the bush imagery which permeated Australian nationalism 
onwards from the 1880s. For instance, ‘Waltzing Matilda’, Australia’s unofficial 
national song, was written by Banjo Paterson in 1898 in Winton in western 
Queensland. If we are studying the development of the ethos of the Australian 
male, no better base exists than Queensland. Fifth, during the Second World 
War Brisbane and Queensland’s proximity to the Pacific front brought the 
inhabitants of the State into unique proximity with America’s Armed Forces. 
This wartime experience was not replicated any where else in Australia. During 
the war years Queensland experienced a suspension of normality not unlike the 
original concept behind Mardi Gras celebrations, when normal values were 
turned up-side-down. And sixth, the conservatism of all postwar Queensland 
governments means that social changes involving sexuality were never easily 
achieved. The battles to achieve law reform and provide help for people with 
HIV/AIDS illustrates the difficulties faced by gay and lesbian activists.
In 1993 I began research in the Queensland State Archives into homosexual 
criminal cases, as a study in criminal justice history and the best way I knew to 
retrieve gay social history from last century. Forgetting the dreadful nature of 
the cases, in which men were tried and convicted on jail sentences of up to 
twenty years, for what would not be offences today, or would receive lesser 
sentences, the archival evidence enabled me to begin to piece together a picture 
of the transition which occurred from isolated same-sex acts to the beginnings 
of a camp identity, then gay identity and the beginning of a vibrant culture. As 
well, in 1994 I began writing a series of history articles for Queensland Pride, 
the State’s first and still leading gay and lesbian newspaper. These thirty-five 
articles accomplished a dual purpose: they provided the outline of a history of 
Queensland’s gay and lesbian community; and forced me to write regularly 
when I could easily have put this project off for another decade. Although not 
published in any particular order, the articles were written to a plan, which was 
to create a basic chronological history of the development of Queensland’s gay 
and lesbian culture. Over the same years I have published a series of academic 
articles relating to masculinity and sexuality, particularly gay sexuality.7 Sunshine 
and Rainbows contains elements of all of these. The book is an attempt to 
write history that is both readable and academically rigorous. Wherever possible 
I have provided a broad historical context, placing each incident into the wider 
context of Queensland, Australian and world history.
Along the way I have lamented not being able to find more material on 
women, although I have included it whenever I could. The nature of the sources,
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largely drawn from court cases that only concern males, have shaped the final 
product. I can only suggest that Queensland women follow in the footsteps o f 
Jill Matthews, Gail Reekie, Ruth Ford, Lucy Chesser and other women who 
have begun to write the history o f lesbians in Australia.8
My research and writing also have been assisted, by teaching ‘Sex and 
Sexuality’ a subject within the History Department at the University o f 
Queensland since 1995. In this I have perused 500 years o f history in Europe 
and its offshoots, the American and Australasian settler societies, examining a 
range o f sex roles, social relations and attempts at regulation o f sexuality. As 
French social theorist and historian Michel Foucault suggested, sex has come 
to be seen as ‘the truth o f our being’. As such, the study o f sexuality is 
fundamental to any historical understanding o f the nature o f modernity. My 
teaching, research and writing focuses on the social construction o f sexuality, 
seeking to reveal its changing and contingent nature. I am conscious o f 
essentialist views that queer culture is organic rather than artificial, but my 
research causes me to reject notions that sexuality is a definable thing or a 
universal experience. I assume instead that sexuality is something, the content 
and meaning o f which is provided by social relations or interactions which range 
across time and place. Family and kinship networks, economic and social 
organisation, social regulation, scientific theorisation, political intervention, popular 
cultures o f resistance and other forces organise and change sexuality. Also 
important is the role played by ideology, gender, class and ethnicity in structuring 
sexual relations o f power.
Sexual and gender categories, and erotic identities are historical and change 
over time. Descriptive words which we now take for granted —  heterosexual 
and homosexual —  are recent inventions, which only entered the English 
language in the 1890s. Not until the first quarter o f the twentieth century did 
the term ‘heterosexuality’ come to describe normative sexuality, contingent 
on a newly emerging construction o f masculinity, femininity, and o f lust. As 
Jonathan N Katz suggests:
If sexual behavior is more than just a conjunction of organs, if it is always 
shaped by the particular systems within which it functions, and if it always 
includes a mix of socially defined feelings and meanings, behavior is just as 
historically relative and constructed as identity.9
Thus, we should not presume that being called a ‘sodomite’ or a ‘sapphist’ in 
the eighteenth or nineteenth centuries is the same as being ‘gay’, ‘lesbian’ or 
‘queer’ at the end o f the twentieth century. Nor should we presume that 
‘heterosexuality’ is a universal term that can be applied indiscriminately in any 
historical era. Just as scholars have begun to talk about multiple masculinities 
and femininities, we need to think in terms o f multiple sexualities, which are
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expressed differently in various historical periods and different cultures. This 
book examines how, over the years since first European settlement in 1788, 
same-sex physical acts and relationships in Australia have developed into an 
identity for men and women, in distinct urban subcultural communities based 
around informal social groups and formal institutions, which in the 1990s, arguably, 
have become a separate culture.
Queensland, named for her gracious majesty Victoria Regina, has been 
inhabited by many who have sought to wear her crown. I can only hope that 
Sunshine and Rainbows is worthy o f them.
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Chapter One
Symbols and Meanings
Sex, gender and sexuality intertwine. Sex is the basic natal biology o f a person. 
Gender is learned dichotomized male and female attributes and behaviours. 
Sexuality is a combination o f acts and identities centred around sexual desire. In 
modem Western society heterosexuality has become the normative sexual identity, 
but in reality heterosexuality is formulated on the illusion of fixed continuity between 
sex, gender and sexuality and on social judgements of superiority and inferiority. 
A sexual act does not produce a sexual identity, gender-specific categories do not 
have to be binary opposites, and any one socially constructed opposite does not 
have to be subordinate to another. Homosexuality became depicted as a deviant 
identity, an unnatural act, suppressed along with homoeroticism. But there are 
substantial differences between being involved in sexual activity with others of 
the same sex, homoerotic behaviour which need not involve any sexual activity 
beyond emotions, and homosexual ‘identity’, which signifies identifying in a social 
and/or political manner with other individuals of like sexual orientation. Adopting 
a homosexual ‘ identity’ means being part o f the gay and lesbian subculture, defined 
as a body o f social institutions and patterns o f behaviour shared by a group o f 
people who identify as part of that group and who are viewed as ‘deviant’ by 
those in the surrounding mainstream culture.
There is a vibrant continuing debate about how much homosexuality and 
heterosexuality are constructed by social circumstances and how much an 
individuals’ homosexuality in innate. I have no problem in reconciling the two 
views: individual identity is complex; and sexual and social actions will reflect 
the time and place in which they occur. What interests me is not whether queer 
desire is innate, but how it manifests itself as a subculture.1 While there is 
evidence that the beginnings o f a subculture existed in Australia in the nineteenth 
century, it did not reach social maturity until the 1930s and 1940s, and did not 
become political until the 1960s. Private homosexual clubs formed in Sydney 
during the 1960s: the Knights o f the Chameleons in 1962, followed by the 
Pollynesians in 1964, and the Boomerangs in 1967. Secrecy was a key element 
in their operations, but they fulfilled vital social functions allowing young men 
and women with homosexual inclinations to meet and create extensive networks.2
The Australian gay and lesbian liberation movement began in the late 1960s 
and early 1970s, initially in an almost surreptitious way. When Australia’s first 
gay political organisation, the Homosexual Law Reform Society o f the Australian 
Capital Territory (ACT), formed in Canberra on 27 July 1969, its spokespersons 
were heterosexual. An Australian Chapter o f America’s Daughters o f Bilitis 
was formed in Melbourne in January 1970, which in July the same year became
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the Australasian Lesbian Movement, but with heterosexual Beatrice Faust 
as its publicist. The first publicly self-identified Australian gays and lesbians 
were members of the Campaign Against Moral Persecution Incorporated 
(CAMP Inc.), begun in Sydney in September 1970. The next year Dennis 
Altman published Homosexual: Oppression and Liberation, which focused 
on America. Through Altman, Australia gained an internationally-known 
gay spokesperson.3 Since the 1970s, gay liberation in its broadest sense 
has been on the Australian political agenda: governments have reformed 
legislation and most of the media no longer treat homosexuality as a deviant 
activity. The result has been a series of enormous changes in social and 
legal attitudes to homosexuality. Basic law reforms decriminalising certain 
aspects o f  homosexual acts are now in place in all eight Australian 
jurisdictions, although there is some variation in the legal provisions governing 
the ages o f consent. In 1972 South Australia was the first State to reform 
its laws, with further amendments in 1975. The next changes came in the 
ACT (1976), followed by Victoria (1980), Northern Territory (1983), New 
South Wales (1984), and Western Australia (1989). Wayne Goss’ Labor 
government eventually rather timorously reformed Queensland law in 1990 
and Tasmania was dragged kicking and screaming into the modern world in 
1997. U ntil then the Tasm anian governm ent had ignored 1982 
recommendations by its Law Reform Commission, pressure from the United 
Nations’ Human Rights Committee and 1994 overriding legislation from the 
Federal government.4 There are large differences in the nature of these 
reforms. New South Wales has sixteen as the general legal age of consent, 
but eighteen for gays; in Western Australia the general age of consent is 
eighteen, but twenty-one for gays; and Queensland adopted sixteen as the 
general age of consent, except for anal intercourse, for which eighteen 
years is the minimum age of consent.
During the 1980s and 1990s gay activists have continued to pursue law 
reforms, lobbying successfully for the introduction of antidiscrimination and anti­
vilification laws (criminalising anti-gay hate speech) as well as overhauls of 
immigration and property laws relating to gay partnerships.
Apace with the legal reforms came other changes in Australian society. A 
buoyant gay and lesbian press has developed in Australia, alongside a growing 
commercial appreciation of the value of the gay/lesbian dollar by big companies 
like Telstra, Toyota and Erickson. There are now numerous small gay tourist 
resorts, the most successful in Queensland at Turtle Cove north of Cairns, and 
an Australia-wide network of gay or gay-ff iendly accommodation. Sydney is a 
major gay city: its February-long Gay and Lesbian Mardi Gras is claimed to be 
the largest gay and lesbian parade and festival in the world.5 Sydney’s Mardi 
Gras and Melbourne’s Midsumma Festival are dynamos of creative force in 
the arts world, aiding colonisation by the gay and lesbian subculture of Australia’s
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cultural mainstream, and, as is argued in Chapter Eleven, the creation o f a gay 
mainstream culture.
There are a few openly gay parliamentarians, and intellectually there is 
continuing analysis of gay and queer politics, the social and medical dimensions 
of AIDS, and queer popular culture. Campaigns to reduce the spread o f AIDS 
have been quite successful: the reported number o f new infections in Australia 
is declining, and an infrastructure o f service providers has been created. 
Government-funded AIDS Councils, staffed and run mostly by local gay 
communities, have a high profile in each State, the ACT and the Northern 
Territory, often taking on a role as intermediaries between gay-identified people 
and the non gay populace. But, as is quite clear from the discussion in Chapter 
Ten o f the first few years o f Queensland’s AIDS Council, it has often taken a 
long hard battle to allow the gay community to participate in health planning to 
control the epidemic.
Gay and lesbian culture has developed its own symbols and meanings, often 
appropriating slurs on homosexual behaviour— words like ‘gay’ and ‘queer’, 
or symbols such as the Pink Triangle —  as vehicles for expression o f pride. 
After a century o f medical, legal and social condemnation, which caused great 
personal agony for so many individuals, there are now increased awareness 
and acceptance o f gay and lesbian issues among the wider community.
From Gay to Queer and Beyond
The word ‘gay’ should not be confused with the word ‘homosexual’. ‘Gay’ 
implies a social identity and a degree o f conscious choice, while ‘homosexual’ 
refers to a specific form o f sexuality —  having sexual relations with a member 
the same sex— which may not ever be acknowledged as part o f an individual ’s 
identity. ‘Gay’, originally a French word, has been in the English language 
since the thirteenth century. My Concise Oxford Dictionary is a 1964 fifth 
edition, which lists the traditional meaning o f ‘gay’ current in the 1950s and 
1960s. ‘Gay’ was then defined as full o f or disposed to or indicating mirth, 
light-hearted, sportive, cheeky or impertinent, showy, brilliant, bright-coloured 
or finely dressed. There is also the slight hint o f a less orthodox meaning, 
relating to being dissolute, immoral, or living by prostitution, which was in use by 
the late eighteenth century.
My Australian Pocket Oxford Dictionary, a 1993 edition, shows that the 
meaning has changed since the 1960s. It gives light-hearted, cheerful and brightly 
coloured as the primary meaning, mentions that ‘gay’ also can be used colloquially 
to mean careless or thoughtless in the sense o f ‘gay abandon’, then spends the 
rest of the definition explaining that the word means homosexual, and is currently 
used to describe homosexual venues and lifestyles.
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Up until the 1950s ‘gay’ was still used by the press to mean light-hearted. I 
get a sense of delight from reading early newspapers which innocently describe 
‘gay times at Government House’ or ‘gay society dinners’. There are still 
some older people in the wider community who use ‘gay’ in its original sense, 
and lament the change in meaning, but most often today it is used to mean 
homosexual identity. This modem use developed, not out of ‘gay’ meaning 
being of a dissolute nature, but from a north American slang term meaning to 
behave in a brazenly flirtatious manner.
Gary Simes has researched the word in its Australian and international 
context. ‘Gay’ was originally borrowed from all of the early dictionary senses, 
and meant an outrageously homosexual male, usually of the effeminate variety, 
with a touch of the immoral thrown in from the prostitute meaning. Gertrude 
Stein used the word in print in 1922, but as she left the USA in 1903 and had 
been living in Paris, this might only indicate that ‘gay’ was used among 
Americans in Paris in the 1920s. Bing Crosby used ‘gay’ in a 1929 song:
I may seem proud
And I might act gay;
It’s just a pose.
I’m not that way.
Another early use of ‘gay’ in its homosexual sense was by Noel Coward in his 
1929 Bitter Sweet, referring to the 1890s and green carnations, the symbol of 
homosexuality often associated with Oscar Wilde:
Faded boys, jaded boys, come what may,
Art is our inspiration,
And we are the reason for the ‘Nineties’ being gay,
We all wear a green carnation.
Simes has uncovered many uses of the word from the 1930s, 1940s and 1950s, 
usually meaning an effeminate homosexual. The word was also used to describe 
bars frequented by homosexuals. Coward used ‘gay’ again in his 1932 musical 
Words and Music:
Mad about the boy,
It’s pretty funny but I’m mad about the boy,
He has a gay appeal
That makes me feel
There’s maybe something sad about the boy.
By the 1940s the word was also beginning to be used to describe gay women as 
in the case of this 1942 limerick:
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There was a young belle from Bombay 
Who never had thought herself gay,
Till a quean o f Siam
Said, ‘My dear, you’re not jam! ’
And brought that one out right away.6
American historian George Chauncey has also attempted an analysis of the 
lexical evolution of ‘gay’, suggesting that it had become the pre-eminent 
American term of the 1940s, reflecting a major reconceptualising of homosexual 
behaviour. ‘Gay’ emerged as a coded homosexual term alongside ‘fairy’, 
‘queen’, ‘queer’, ‘fag’ and ‘faggot’ which were then current, as was ‘bull 
dagger’, meaning lesbian. Outside observers of the homosexual scene used 
‘fag’, ‘fairy’, ‘she-man’, ‘nance’, ‘sissy’ and ‘pansy’. A ‘flaming faggot’ was 
a flamboyant homosexual male. Men who detested the put-down involved in 
many homosexual-signifying words ultimately opted for ‘gay’, which also became 
a new code word that could be used by homosexuals to reveal their identity to 
others of like persuasion.7
‘Gay’ in its modem political meaning leapt into use in the 1960s with Gay 
Liberation movements (styled on women’s liberation and third-world anti-colonial 
liberation fronts) asserting the rights of same-sex partnerships. The gay political 
movements that developed in the USA, Europe and Australia onwards from 
the Stonewall riot in New York in 1969 stripped the word of any effeminate 
meaning and moved it into mainstream use worldwide. In Australia, ‘gay’ 
gradually replaced ‘poofter’ and ‘camp’ during the 1970s. ‘Poof’ or ‘pouf’ is 
a common nineteenth-century British term for an effeminate male; ‘poofter’ is 
a more recent Australian coinage, originally a disparaging colloquial term for 
male homosexual. ‘Camp’ was also used over many decades as a homosexual- 
identifier in Australia and to a lesser extent in Britain, carrying with it certain 
suggestions of effeminacy or overacting a gay role in public gatherings. A 
common phrase to describe a gay male was ‘camp as a row of tents’, as 
opposed to being ‘as square as a butter-box’ (from the days when butter was 
packaged rather differently). ‘Camp’ was in such common use that the first 
Australia-wide gay organisation, Campaign Against Moral Persecution 
Incorporated (CAMP Inc.), founded in 1970, used the word as its acronym. 
Today ‘gay’ is sometimes still used to identify both men and women, but usually 
‘lesbian’ is now used to distinguish women.
‘Lesbian’, ‘Tribade’ and ‘Sapphist’ are the most common terms used over 
recent centuries to describe women who are sexually attracted to other women. 
‘Tribade’, of Greek origin, literally meaning ‘a woman who rubs’, was used in 
English and French by the sixteenth century to describe any woman capable of 
enjoying sex with another women. The word ‘ lesbian’ is derived from Sappho’s 
feelings for the women of Lesbos in ancient Greece. ‘Lesbian’ dates back at 
least to the early eighteenth century, although the Oxford English Dictionary
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only traces the use o f ‘lesbianism’ back to 1870, and ‘lesbic’ to 1892. Certainly 
Anne Lister (1791-1840), an English gentry woman who kept coded diaries 
describing her passionate relationships with women, was not familiar with ‘ lesbian’ 
and was unable to locate a satisfactory word to describe her feelings.8 ‘Lesbian’ 
was used by the ‘sexologists’ of the late nineteenth century, but had certainly not 
been widely adopted even fifty years ago to describe women who had sexual 
relationships with women. Based on American and Australian sources, the 1940s 
terms for homosexual women were ‘butch’ and ‘fern’, indicating role-playing, but 
‘gay girls’ was also used, applied to all homosexual women. In the 1950s ‘gay’ 
was in more prevalent use than ‘butch’ and ‘fern’, carrying over into the 1960s 
when ‘lesbian’ became the common identifier for women.
‘Queer’ politics, in its modem sense, has been around since the 1970s, but 
gained currency in the late 1980s and 1990s as a more all-embracing signifier, 
covering gay males, lesbians, bisexuals, transgender and transsexual individuals, 
and the growing number o f people who do not want to be classified into fixed 
sexual identities. ‘Queer’ is oriented towards homoeroticism, but challenges 
identity-centred politics, can transcend race and class, and is expandable to 
include all sensibilities other than normative. ‘Queer’ breaks down structures 
o f binary opposites by stating that each person has an individual sexuality, and 
that personal sexual orientation does not necessarily govern their sexual identity. 
A sexual act does not produce a sexual identity. Gender specific terms have 
led to depiction o f firm binary opposites which specify characteristics for males 
and females. ‘Queer’ has the capacity to be a much more liberating word than 
‘gay’ or ‘homosexual’. ‘Queemess’ is ultimately beyond gender; it is an attitude, 
a way o f responding that goes beyond notions o f binary opposition: beyond 
male and female, or heterosexual and homosexual. In the 1996 Annual Public 
Lecture for the Australian Centre for Lesbian and Gay Research, Dennis Altman 
mused that although ‘queer’ could be seen as ‘an exciting development in radical 
sexual politics’ it could also be seen as ‘the mark o f a generational shift’. More 
recently Altman said that although ‘queer’ was a useful aesthetic term it was 
less so in a political sense.
The idea that there are large numbers of people outside the heterosexual 
mainstream who can come together under the queer umbrella seems unlikely. 
Most homosexuals do not feel any particular community with sex-workers, trans­
sexuals or straight fetishists. It is perhaps not surprising, therefore, that a 
number of those who have been involved in the creation of lesbian/gay politics 
scorn ‘queer’ inclusiveness as a return to the sort of coded coyness of the 
closet where specific homosexual political demands could be camouflaged in 
vague references to ‘sexual liberation’. Theoretically, ‘queer’ is closely linked to 
postmodernism, and sometimes seems to owe more to current academic fashion 
than to any form of political activism.9
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‘Queer theory’ is allied to contemporary post-modernism in deconstructing 
categories and preconceptions relating to gender, sexuality, race and ethnicity, 
but generally it has remained isolated and academic in its impact.10 It is an 
attack on the ‘naturalness’ of gender and the fictions supporting compulsory 
heterosexuality. The term was coined by Teresa de Laurentis in America in the 
late 1980s in an attempt to remedy what she saw as the enduring silence on the 
specificity of lesbianism in contemporary gay and lesbian discourse. Some 
1990s feminists agree, arguing that ‘queer’ takes the insights of feminism one 
step further by giving emphasis to the erotic rather than to gender, but others 
have resisted the term arguing that any combination of female-centric issues 
with male-centric issues can only prove detrimental for women. But also at the 
heart of ‘Queer theory’ is the contention, as Barry Adam suggests, that 
‘heterosexual masculinity builds itself precisely through the simultaneous 
exploitation and denial of homosexuality’,11 and that homophobia is intrinsic to 
contemporary heterosexual masculinity.
‘Queer’ has been adopted by the gay press as the catch-all word for the 
1990s, a short-hand phrase to cover all gay, lesbian, bisexual and transgendered 
experiences, without really challenging existing sexual categories and 
stereotypes. However, use of the term remains under siege. Brisbane’s 
Queensland Pride carried two letters in its September 1997 edition which 
encapsulated the debate. Tel Denning blasted the newspaper:
...Get real man, you’re in fucking Queensland. These guys can’t cope with being 
‘homo’ let alone saying or owning up to ‘queer’. They’re committing suicide 
over being ‘homosexual’, so how do these people say ‘I’m queer’?
...But Queensland’s gay media wants everything painted pink and queer. That’s 
Sydney and San Francisco. The word ‘queer’ was coming out in Sydney in 
1990-91. I thought it mindless rot then and I find it mindless rot now. It only 
proves Queensland isn’t ten years behind: it’s only seven years behind.
Michael Cardon, self-described ‘Sodom/olog/ist’ from the University of 
Queensland’s Studies in Religion Department, was more temperate in his response:
I first heard the word ‘queer’ back in ‘92. At that stage it was associated with out 
loud and proud activist groups such as Queer Nation and More Queers. It was 
a word used in a context of angry pride and a determination to resist the bigotry, 
the repression, the lies and the sexual hypocrisy.
At that stage I’d been an out poof for almost 2 decades — yes, I came out in the 
heyday of gay liberation and the rhetoric/politics of that era had been an important 
part of my own coming out process. What struck me in ‘92 was that the use of 
the word ‘queer’ echoed in many ways what ‘gay’ meant all those years ago. I 
have become pretty dissatisfied with the packaging that has come to surround
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the word ‘gay’ nowadays. Today, to be gay means to be male, most probably 
white and most probably relatively comfortable financially — at least they’re the 
assumptions underlying many of the articles and pretty much all of the advertising 
in ‘gay’ publications.
My own perception was that there was this quasi ethnic group being formed, i.e. 
gay men with our own rites of passage, and that we were to be a somehow 
homogenous entity in which all non-hetero guys should enlist (or at least aspire 
to). It also meant, in these days of HIV/AIDS, being part of a ‘community’ at 
risk, and this fiction of the gay man was important for access to and control of 
resources. Resources mean power and once there are people utilising power, 
either through determining access to resources or developing community 
structures or claiming to speak for a group’s interests, what becomes exposed is 
that the language of gay really comes to mean a certain ethnic, socio-economic 
and gendered group. If you are not male, not the right age (too young, too old) 
not Anglo, not ‘toned’ and definitely not ‘professional’ then you don’t fit, 
particularly if you’re not exclusively homosexual or you are transgendered....
We live in a racist, sexist and homophobic society. It’s a society that needs to be 
queer/I/ed. I am not and I have no desire to be normal — at least not while being 
normal means being complicit in sexism, racism, homophobia and injustice. I’m 
queer because I am in some way in opposition to the norm, to normalcy. I am not 
A queer, I’m probably more a queen, fairy, fag, homo, poof — there are even times 
in a straight world when I’m still a gay man. But queer as an adjective is a term I 
really like and it also is a handy plural noun when alphabetic soups become a bit 
of a mouthful. If the day ever comes when it becomes too trendy, too comfortable, 
well we might have to adopt some other word — ‘pervert’ looks good to me.12
‘Queer’ has not been widely adopted, other than by those already socially 
empowered: the cultural and academic elites. ‘Gay’ remains much more 
serviceable and generally recognised by the wider community, many of whom 
are still trying to expunge ‘poofta’ and ‘camp’ from their vocabularies. What 
identifying words will be used in the twenty-first century is any one’s guess. 
Dare we hope that there will be less need to differentiate from a supposed ‘norm’, 
separating homoerotic or homosexual desire from any other form of desire?
Inventing the Modern Homosexual
There is no one reason why an individual has a particular sexual orientation. 
Sexuality depends on biological sex, socially constructed gender dichotomies, 
and sexual preferences which may be isolated acts or preferred identities. How 
much is simply a matter of choice, or how much is shaped by heredity or 
environment varies from person to person. Sexual preference will always be a 
matter for debate. Evidence and theories about sexuality are often inconsistent
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and contradictory, varying between cultures, making it unlikely that a single 
explanation is possible. It is rather like debating why some people are right- 
handed, some are left-handed and some are ambidextrous. However, sexuality, 
like other concepts we are inclined to take for granted —  gender, race and 
family— is socially constructed and a society’s attitudes to any form of sexuality 
will affect the way sexuality is expressed. Sexual ‘normality’ and ‘abnormality’ 
relates to expressions o f power in any society. Western culture exhibits a clear 
patriarchal bias towards masculine gender and heterosexuality. In recent decades 
theorists have thoroughly deconstructed gender and sexual ‘normality’, explaining 
gender and sexual patterns in terms o f power relations. However, medical and 
legal experts o f the past liked to pontificate and classify, based on flimsy and 
often very dubious reasoning.
Men who love men, and women who love women have been around a long 
time, presumably as long as there have been human beings. Homosexuality 
has existed in various societies through history, and exists today in quite different 
forms in some non-Western societies. One well known example is ancient Greece 
where adult male citizens exercised control over women’s bodies, and assumed 
sexual rights over younger subordinate males.13 A contemporary example is 
some areas of Melanesia where males achieve their adult status through ritualised 
homosexual activity.14 However, societies where homosexual relations have 
developed into autonomous social forms —  what we now recognise as gay and 
lesbian identity —  can be characterised as those associated with the modem 
world-system and modernity. The explanation revolves around changes which 
have occurred between the fourteenth and twentieth centuries. Kinship declined 
as the primary organising principle determining the survival and well-being o f 
the population. As Barry Adam so eloquently explained in a 1998 issue o f 
Sexualities, this enabled homosexual relations to develop as autonomous forms 
quite separate from dominant heterosexual family structures, and allowed 
separate household formation. This allowed same-sex bonds to develop in a 
relatively egalitarian form, characterised by gender and age similarity, rather 
than age, gender and class differentiation, as occurred in ancient Greece. People 
discovered others o f like homosexual interests and formed large-scale social 
networks, some o f which were based on pre-existing social relationships —  
households, neighbourhoods, schools, the military, churches, and occupations 
—  and others on new social forms which emerged around the subculture. Thus, 
homosexuality became ‘a social formation unto itself characterized by self- 
awareness and group identity’.15
The word ‘homosexual’ was invented in Germany in 1869. Relatively stable 
same-sex relationships, characteristic o f a distinct minority population with 
exclusive sexual preference for their own sex, was developing as a visible 
urban subculture in the final decades o f the nineteenth century. At about the 
same time the medical profession was busy creating a powerful niche for itself
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in modem society, classifying human bodies and minds, and developing racial 
and biological theories to explain why some people were superior or inferior. 
Their theories explained poverty, insanity, drunkenness, sexual difference and 
a large range o f social problems by blaming human degeneracy and evolution. 
These sexual theorists became known as ‘sexologists’. Today no reputable 
experts believe these early theories, but some of the terminology, such as 
‘homosexual’, remains in use, and the more uninformed members o f the public 
have not caught up with changes in scientific knowledge.
The most fascinating o f the early ‘sexologists’ was a German, Karl Heinrich 
Ulrichs ( 1825-1895), a German lawyer and writer, who was aware o f his attraction 
to men from an early age, but found that there were no words to describe what he 
felt. Ulrichs, who published twelve books on homosexuality between 1864 and 
1879, was the first major figure to proclaim himself a homosexual and then devote 
his life to trying to explain the subject. During the 1860s he developed theories and 
invented a vocabulary to cope. People whom we would now call gay he called 
‘umings’ (a word derived from Greek mythology —  Pausania’s praise o f Uranian 
pederasty in Plato’s Symposium). Calling the love of Umings ‘Uranian love’ or 
‘man-manly love’, Ulrichs wanted to use it to replace the German word knabenlieb 
(literally ‘boy love’) then in wide use, arguing that male homosexual love was between 
men, not men and boys. He said that they were a third sex naturally attracted to 
members of the same gender rather than of the opposite gender, and theorised that 
homosexuality was caused by an accident in the formation of the foetus.
There is a class o f bom Umings, a class o f individuals who are bom with the 
sexual drive o f women and who have male bodies. They are a variety o f men 
whose Uranian love is congenital...The Uming is not a man, but rather a kind of  
feminine being when it concerns not only his entire organism, but also his sexual 
feelings o f love, his entire natural temperament, and his talents.16
Ulrichs, conservatively, estimated that one in every 500 Germans was an Uming, 
and was outraged by the persecution o f same-sex partners, stressing that this 
same-sex attraction was natural.17 As early as 1862 he began writing pamphlets 
and finally in 1867 decided to speak out publicly at the Congress o f German 
Jurists, which had been called to try to codify the many diverse laws o f the 
German states. In August 1867 Ulrichs delivered the first ever public speech in 
Europe advocating the rights o f gay people, although he was not allowed to 
complete his plea which was howled down by outraged jurists. Few supported 
him and when German was unified as a single nation in 1871 the Prussian legal 
code was adopted, including Paragraph 175 which made homosexuality illegal 
throughout Germany. Paragraph 175 was the same law used by Hitler to 
persecute, torture and kill homosexuals in Nazi Germany.
The terms ‘homosexual’ and ‘homosexuality’ first appeared in print in 
German in 1869 through two anonymous pamphlets published in Leipzig, probably
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written by Dr Karl Maria Kertbeny, also known as Karely Benkert. He was a 
translator and literary figure who claimed, rather unconvincingly, that he did not 
share the sexual tastes he described. The terms might well have fallen into 
obscurity if  they had not been used again by his friend Gustav Jaegar in a 1880 
publication. They were then picked up by the real populariser o f ‘homosexuality’, 
Richard von Krafft-Ebing ( 1840-1902), a forensic psychiatrist and Professor o f 
Neurology, who used the term in his Psychopathia Sexual is, published in 
Stuttgart in 1887. Krafft-Ebing studied the relationship between mental illness 
and sex, writing all o f his descriptions o f ‘sexual abnormalities’ in Latin, to 
prevent lay readers from gaining access to his text. His book is crowded with 
case studies. For instance, Case 98 was from a thirty-year-old physician who 
provided autobiographical information, the sexual reference written in Latin:
One evening, in the opera-house, an old gentleman sat near me. He courted me.
I laughed at the foolish old man, and entered into his joke. Exinapinato genitalia 
mea prehendit, quo facto statim penis meus se erexit. Frightened, I demanded of 
him what he meant. He said that he was in love with me. Having heard of 
hermaphrodites in the clinics, I thought I had one before me, and became curious 
to see his genitals. The old man was very willing, and went with me to the water- 
closet. Sicuti penem maximum ejus erectum adspexi, perterritus effiigi.'®
Krafft-Ebing divided homosexuality into ‘acquired’ and ‘congenital’ conditions, 
and used Ulrichs’ term ‘Umings’.
The vita sexualis of these umings, mutatis mutandis, is entirely like that in 
normal hetero-sexual love; but, since it is the exact opposite of the natural feeling, 
it becomes a caricature, and this the more, since these individuals, at the same 
time, as a rule, are subject to hyperæsthesia sexualis, and, therefore, their love 
for their own sex is emotional and passionate.
The uming loves and deifies the male object of his affections, just as a man 
idealizes the woman he loves. He is capable of the greatest sacrifice for him, and 
experiences the pangs of unfortunate, often unrequited, love; suffers from the 
unfaithfulness of the beloved object, and is subject to jealousy, etc.19
His book became extremely popular, the term ‘homo-sexual’ used even more 
frequently in the many later editions. Krafft-Ebing believed that sex not involving 
reproduction was perverse, and he devised dozens o f labels for such sexual 
practices. Although he presented homosexuality more sympathetically than the 
other ‘perversions of the sexual instinct’ which he described, Krafft-Ebing believed 
that in almost all cases he had examined, signs of neuroses, psychoses, and physical 
and mental peculiarities were evident in the families o f homosexuals.20
Krafft-Ebing’s work was the starting point for all discussions and treatment 
of ‘abnormal’ sexuality by Sigmund Freud (1856-1939) and Carl Jung (1875-
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1961 ), and also influenced Havelock Ellis ( 1859-1939), Edward Carpenter ( 1844- 
1929) and Magnus Hirschfeld (1868-1935). The distinctive quality in this new 
categorisation was that it held that a person’s whole being was embodied in 
their sexuality. As well, homosexuality became viewed as an illness, either 
inherited or acquired, with the medical profession as arbiter of diagnosis and 
cure. What these nineteenth century ‘sexologists’ were describing was often 
‘sexual inversion’ not modem homosexual identity. ‘Sexual inversion’ referred 
to gender behaviour opposite to the social norm: an inversion of a broad range 
of deviant gender behaviour. It became widely accepted that homosexuals 
suffered from ‘sexual inversion’. What was being described and classified 
was the phenomenon of female ‘masculinity’ or male ‘femininity’. Ulrich is 
famous for his self-description of himself as having a woman’s soul trapped in 
a man’s body. It never seemed to occur to these early experts that sexual 
object-choice could be quite different from secondary characteristics such as 
masculinity and femininity.
Krafft-Ebing’s Psychopathia Sexualis was first translated into English in 
1892 and the word ‘hom osexuality’ has been with us ever since. 
‘Homosexuality’ began to be used instead o f ‘sexual inversion’, even though 
the meanings of the two words were actually different. ‘Sexual inversion’ 
continued to be applied to a broad range of nonstandard gender behaviour, 
including homosexuality. Unfortunately, inversion of masculine or feminine style 
became part of the definition of homosexuality, which should merely indicate 
same sex object-choice.
From Stigma to Pride:
The Medical Profession and Homosexuality
In recent centuries, European law, borrowing from Medieval Christian teachings, 
regarded male homosexuality as an evil voluntary crime ‘against the order of 
nature’. Women who were attracted to women largely escaped legal 
persecution, but suffered the double societal denigration of being female and 
lesbian. Medical views that homosexual desires were biologically based, and 
therefore innate (rather than socially constructed), have risen and declined 
several times over recent centuries.
In the late eighteenth and early nineteenth centuries medical experts began 
to relate homosexuality to abnormalities in the brain, often invoking the metaphor 
of disease. By the late nineteenth century European physicians had begun to 
write of homosexuality as innate; they suggested it was a hereditary category, 
along with insanity, drunkenness and even poverty.
Eventually the word ‘homosexual’ was coined, incorporating ideas about 
gender inversion, mixing up patterns of gender and sexual behaviour. Some
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experts, while not denying that there were also circumstantial environmental 
influences, decided that same-sex attraction was caused by hereditary 
degeneration, and related this to concepts of crime and state control. Darwinian 
theorists suggested that criminals (and homosexuals) were actually biologically 
retrogressive, throwbacks to earlier human forms.
Ulrichs, mentioned above, was one of the group of German, British and 
American scholars in the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries, usually 
known as the ‘sexologists’, who were very influential in advising and influencing 
governments, as well as the medical and legal professions, about sexuality. 
Sigmund Freud was one of these important figures. Although Freud’s ideas 
about sexuality are no longer as dominant, they certainly were in past decades.
Freud and modem psychoanalysists gave emphasis to early childhood 
experiences. He suggested that the child starts off originally with a desire for 
pleasure which is unlinked to any particular sex or object, then goes through 
what is largely an unconscious process of sexual identification. As summarised 
by Jonathan Katz:
In this process, its response to those caring for it, and their response to it, 
determines this archetypal child’s later interest in particular pleasure-satisfying 
objects and sexes.
In this genesis of eroticism according to Freud, the evolving love life of the 
originally polymorphous child focuses on the satisfaction derived from its own 
body, on the oral enjoyments associated with mother, mouth, and breast, the 
charms of the anus, and later, on the delights linked with father and phallus—a 
journey, usually, from oral to anal to genital, through the autoerotic, to the 
heterosexual or homosexual.21
Where most of us would now part company with Freud is in his ideas about 
‘penis envy’, the ‘masculine’, ‘active’ clitoris and the ‘passive’ vagina. For 
Freud, penetration of the ‘passive’ vagina by the ‘active’ penis was the normative 
sex act. According the Freud ‘anatomy is destiny’ : their existed a kind of body 
part determinism, an essentialism related to their physiological structure and 
function; girls lack of a penis generated ‘penis envy’ and boys feared loosing 
their proud signifier.
Freudian psychoanalytic theories were a departure from ideas linking 
homosexual behaviour to concepts of degeneration. Freud and his colleagues 
removed homosexuality from the category of pathology: they said it was not a 
sickness. But they were also influential in establishing heterosexuality as the 
socially constructed ideal dominant form of sexuality, and most medical people 
still saw homosexuals as psychologically disturbed individuals, rather than 
explaining their problems as caused by societal oppression or heterosexual male 
dominance.22
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Behaviourism or learning theory, a second influential twentieth century school 
of psychology, explained visible behaviour as reaction to external stimuli. 
Behaviourism asserts that pleasure is a positive reinforcement of behaviour, 
and that pain can bring about aversion to types of behaviour. Freud claimed 
very limited success in changing homosexual desire:
... in general to undertake to convert a fully developed homosexual into a 
heterosexual is not much more promising than to do the reverse, only that for 
good practical reasons the latter is never attempted.23
However, behavioural therapists believed that they could eliminate homosexual 
behaviour through adverse conditioning, mainly electric shocks and chemical 
therapy. Behavioural therapists regarded themselves as neutral in administering 
these barbarous techniques, and that they were only following the wishes of 
their patients, but critics always pointed to society’s punitive attitudes towards 
homosexuality and that these techniques were often presented as the only option 
for gay men and lesbians who had transgressed some social or legal boundary.24
A smattering of these contradictory ideas was picked up by the press, popular 
writers, and eventually the general public. By early this century governments 
and the wider medical profession began to apply this mix of erroneous thinking. 
There was a horror period when castration, vasectomisation, sterilisation, electric 
shock and chemical therapy was countenanced, advocated and practised to 
varying degrees. Persecution of homosexuals in Hitler’s Nazi Germany, 
described in a following section of this chapter, was the greatest excess of this 
wrong medical thinking.
Until the 1970s the medical and legal professions viewed homosexuality in a 
negative manner, to be punished, cured or contained. By the late 1960s militant 
gay and lesbian activists began confronting the medical and legal profession. In 
the early 1970s American sociological, mental health and social work 
organisations rejected the medical model of homosexuality, several American 
States decriminalised homosexuality, and in 1973-74 the American Medical 
Association agreed to remove homosexuality from its list of mental disorders.25
This same pattern flowed on to the Australian medical and legal system a 
few years later. As mentioned in the Introduction, Australia’s first gay activist 
organisations were formed in 1969-70. Australia’s first gay rights protest took 
place in 1971 outside Liberal Party headquarters in Sydney. One of the early 
protests organised by CAMP Inc. was against electric shock therapy to ‘cure’ 
homosexuals. Australian Professor Neil McConaghy, one of the world’s leading 
experts of shock therapy, was confronted at a debate on the issue, pelted with 
eggs and verbally abused. Australian psychiatrists could see what was happening 
in America and were increasingly uncomfortable with using shock therapy to 
‘cure’ homosexuals.
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By the 1970s Australian doctors were rather divided about the possibility o f 
‘curing’ homosexuality. In April 1973 Queensland Liberal Party Member for 
Wavell, Dr A Crawford told a Methodist church forum on ethics that surgery 
might be a satisfactory way o f curing homosexuals, although he added that the 
‘operation would be for those who wanted it. It would not be designed to eradicate 
homosexuals’. His views were tempered by Brisbane psychiatrist Dr Neville 
Parker, speaking at the same forum a few months later: he told his audience that 
medical treatment o f homosexuals was still only at the experimental stage.26
In February 1974 the Australian and New Zealand College o f Psychiatrists 
followed the American example, removing homosexuality from its register o f 
mental disorders.27 Today the medical term ‘homosexual’ largely has been thrown 
in the rubbish-bin o f history, replaced defiantly and proudly by ‘gay’, ‘lesbian’, 
‘dyke’ and ‘queer’ etc. Homosexuality is no longer seen as a disease, and the 
false dichotomy between heterosexuality and homosexuality is fading.
However, there are many individuals today, in Australia and elsewhere, 
who suffered through this legal and medical repression. Most survived, but 
some did not.
Lesbians, Romantic Friends and Boston Marriages
Writing the history o f women in a male-dominated society is difficult enough 
because there are fewer sources concerning women. Writing lesbian history is 
doubly difficult. In Not a Passing Phase: Reclaiming Lesbians in History, 
1840-1985 the editors remind us that:
First, there is relatively little explicit information about lesbian lives in the past, 
though probably much more than we know about at the moment. Second, much 
important material has been suppressed as irrelevant, or its significance 
overlooked by scholars pursuing a different theory.28
Lesbians were made invisible by the way much history is written. In the past, 
womens’ positions in the world were often determined by their relationship to 
various men: fathers, husbands, sons etc. Biographers have often denied the 
lesbian relationships o f their subjects, suppressing knowledge o f well-known 
relationships, exaggerating womens’ dependence on men.
How we define ‘lesbian’ also influences how we write lesbian history. The 
European ‘sexologists’ o f last century, among them Ulrichs, Ellis and Carpenter, 
erroneously depicted lesbians and homosexual men as small groups o f sexual 
deviants with faulty biology— a congenital disorder. Today’s lesbian feminists 
and historians often take a broad approach, including as lesbians all women 
who form close emotional relationships with other women, stressing that the 
relationship does not have to be physically erotic. H istorical proof o f 
heterosexuality does not rely on proof of genital contact —  it is presumed as a
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norm. Yet the identification of lesbians and gay men often revolves around 
proof of genital contact and penetration.
Modem Lesbian identity first seems to have emerged in the late nineteenth 
and early twentieth centuries.29 This came with the development of large cities 
inhabited by rootless immigrants, as individuals and within small family units. 
Cities allowed males and females with same-sex interests to congregate fairly 
easily and anonymously. Accompanying this was a movement by women from 
a purely domestic sphere into public areas such as paid employment. There 
were also a commercialisation and eroticisation of public spaces and activities, 
the beginnings of today’s consumer society, which promotes sexual pleasure 
and leisure to sell products to workers earning wages.
There were five distinct types of women who had close relations with other 
women. First, there were women who socialised together because they had an 
explicit sexual interest in other women, or found themselves in women-only 
communities, the most direct link with modem lesbians. This category was 
evident in large European cities by the eighteenth century, and certainly included 
some of the convict women in Australia.30 Second, there was the largely middle 
class group of educated women who developed intense passionate romantic 
friendships with other women, which they carried on without disturbing their 
duties as mother or wife. These relationships were erotic, but rarely genital. 
Third came the unmarried women who built their lives around work, politics 
and schools. These were the professional spinsters of the community, school 
teachers and the like, who often lived together and had passionate but not 
consciously sexual relationships.31 They saw themselves as women outside of 
marriage who formed supportive relationships in a very male dominant 
environment, but not as part of a sexual community. Fourth came a group 
called ‘passing women’, isolated women who led their lives passing as men, 
often engaging in erotic relationships with other women. Some women in this 
category managed to fake their gender for decades. One recent famous 
example, Billy Tipton, a small time American jazz musician bom in 1914, who 
was always thought to be a man, had at least five de facto  wives during ‘his’ 
lifetime, finally settling down to become a respectable family man with three 
adopted sons, was revealed at her death in 1988 to have been a woman.32 
Chapter Five recounts the life of Marion Edwards (1874-1956), one of Australia’s 
‘passing women’. Fifth, there are ‘mannish’ women, the butch types often 
unfairly accused of trying to look like men, when they are really expressing a 
different way of being a woman than that expected by society. These can be 
traced back several centuries, but became a common lesbian type in the early 
decades of the twentieth century.33
One or two centuries ago, women whom today identify as lesbians might have 
described themselves as Romantic Friends, or, if in America, that they lived in 
Boston Marriages. Lillian Faderman’s work has restored knowledge of the
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passionate friendships which existed between middle class women in the eighteenth 
and nineteenth centuries.34 These intense relationships could last from childhood 
to old age, involving passionate embraces, and intimacy— such as sharing a bed 
for years —  that today we would probably immediately identify as lesbian 
behaviour. But women in these Romantic Friendships are thought seldom to have 
engaged in genital contact. Many were married to men and viewed their wife/ 
mother role as just as important as their woman-to-woman friendships.
There are some wonderful examples. The most successful romantic couple 
were Sarah Ponsoby and Eleanor Butler, both from wealthy titled Irish families, 
who ran off and eloped in 1778, to live in a cottage at Llangollen in Wales. 
Their families were relieved that no gentleman was involved, eventually giving 
up trying to separate them, instead providing them with stipends. Sarah even 
received a pension from King George III and the couple became quite famous, 
befriended by such notables as the Duke o f Wellington, William Wordsworth, 
Robert Southey, Josiah Wedgewood, Edmund Burke, Walter Scott and Caroline 
Lamb. They lived together for more than fifty years, deeply committed, their 
home a shrine for generations o f women. Yet Elizabeth Mavor, author o f two 
books about them, denies that they were lesbians because there was never any 
evidence o f a primary sexual relationship, which ignores wider definitions o f 
lesbianism based on devoted same-sex commitment.35
Another famous couple, Jane Pirie and Marianne Woods, who ran a private 
girls school in Edinburgh, fared less well than the ladies o f Llangollen, or their 
Australian equivalents. The Edinburgh couple were accused o f lesbianism by 
one of their students, backed by her wealthy grandmother Dame Cumming Gordon 
who set out to ruin the two women, advising her friends to remove their daughters 
from the school. The initial accusation took place in 1809, the libel trial which 
ensued stretching over the next decade. Pirie and Woods eventually won £1,000 
in damages but their careers and friendship was destroyed in the process.36
The American term for a female Romantic Friendship is Boston Marriage, 
referring to unmarried women who lived together in the nineteenth and early 
twentieth centuries. These women could openly express emotional intimacy 
and passionate love for each other, but the relationships were always presumed 
to be asexual, hence ‘Boston’, a city founded by Puritans. Such women lived 
otherwise conventional lives, respected as ‘spinsters’ by their communities, 
and if they eventually married men, they were usually able to maintain their 
same-sex relationships through letters and visits. If one side o f a ‘Boston’ 
relationship or Romantic Friendship married a man, it was not unusual for them 
to take their other half on their honeymoon for company! The most famous 
Queensland example o f a Boston Marriage is the sixty-one-year partnership 
between Lilian Cooper and Josephine Bedford, discussed in Chapter Five. 
However, their biographer never even hints that their lifelong devotion to each 
other could be considered to be Boston Marriage or a lesbian relationship.
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Several conclusions can be drawn from all of this. There is ample evidence 
of women in close same-sex partnerships, loving each other with great intensity 
and dedicating their lives to each other. Over recent centuries in Western 
society close women-to-women relationships existed but were not usually viewed 
as sexual relationships. We have little evidence of their intimate sexual 
experiences, but this is understandable. How many of us leave graphic 
undoubtable evidence of the physical side of our sexuality for historians to 
examine? And does it really matter what sexual activities we favour? Is this a 
male fixation, which privileges penetration? Women seem to have been far 
more capable than men of forming passionate loving same-sex relationships 
that are not genital. They also seem to be able to operate in smaller social 
networks than men, which do not require the same type of subculture.
Women’s sexuality remains largely socially constructed by men who are 
inclined to demand genital proof of sexual orientation, and see sexual acts as 
needing penetration. Women, because their gender status is usually reached 
through their sexual relations with men, were slower to achieve the newer 
independent status now designated as lesbian, which emerged just before 1900. 
Modem lesbians claim Romantic Friendships, Boston Marriages and spinster 
Lady-Friends as part of their heritage. They are correct to do so, giving lesbians 
a history on which they can build their present-day community, but dykes on 
bikes at Sydney’s Mardi Gras have come a long way from the genteel world of 
the ladies of Llangollen.
Mardi Gras and Carnivale
Sydney’s Gay and Lesbian Mardi Gras in February each year is more than a 
parade and a party. It is a month of festivities celebrating gay and lesbian 
lifestyles which have become part of Australian popular culture. It is a visual 
spectacle without equal, a meeting of art and politics. As the 1997 Mardi Gras 
brochure says, ‘the Mardi Gras Parade pushes buttons and boundaries, and is 
one of the funniest, the most passionate, the most in your face demonstrations 
of civil liberties in the world’. Melbourne also has its equivalent in the Midsumma 
Gay and Lesbian Festival.
Sydney Mardi Gras began in 1978 as a political protest when homosexuals 
in Australia had very few rights. Gay law reform had only been accomplished 
in South Australia and the ACT and there was no such thing as anti-discrimination 
laws anywhere in Australia. The first Sydney festival and parade were on 
Saturday 24 June 1978, timed to celebrate the anniversary of New York’s 
Stonewall Riot of 1969, now known as International Gay Solidarity Day. There 
were activities during the day but the main event was a march by about 1,000 
placard-carrying people, some in fancy camp dress, braving the winter night 
behind a single truck blaring out music. The parade went down Oxford Street
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to Hyde Park and headed for Kings Cross where the police stepped in, dispersing 
the marchers and arresting fifty-three people. The 1978 march and subsequent 
riot are a far cry from today’s month o f celebrations and the flamboyant parade 
participated in by thousands, watched by hundreds o f thousands, and viewed on 
television by millions.
One important change was the alteration in the timing, from June, which 
remains the month o f Gay Pride celebrations, to February when the climate 
was better for outdoor activities. Since 1981 Mardi Gras has been held during 
February with the parade at the end o f the month. This was done to escape the 
cold of June, with no historical significance, but inadvertently it brought the 
Sydney Mardi Gras into line with the ancient origins o f the celebration.
In French, ‘Mardi’ translates as ‘Tuesday’ and ‘Gras’ means ‘fat’. Mardi 
Gras occurs on Shrove Tuesday the day before Lent begins, the last day before 
the Lenten 40-day fast. ‘Camivale’ or ‘carnival’ has a similar theme to its 
meaning. It is a corruption o f the Medieval Latin phrase camem levare or 
carnelevarium, meaning ‘to take away meat’ or ‘to remove meat’, with the 
added meaning o f taking away human flesh, during the Lenten 40-day fast. 
The distinction between Mardi Gras and Camivale is that Mardi Gras is a single 
day that is the climax of the Camivale season, which begins on 6 January 
(Twelfth or Kings’ Night) and runs until the start o f Lent —  the Easter season 
beginning on Ash Wednesday. Camivale can run for as long as two months, 
depending on the lunar-based Christian church calendar.
But Camivale celebrations are much older than Christianity and can be dated 
back 3,000 years to Egyptian, Greek and Roman festivals. Egyptians worshipped 
Isis, goddess of maternity and fertility. Bacchanalia, a homage to the god Bacchus 
(Dionysus), associated with sexual freedom and feasting, was celebrated by 
Greeks and Romans. Lupercalia, a homage to the god Pan or Faun, was celebrated 
on 15 February by the Romans, as was Saturnalia, a mid-December homage to 
the god Saturn, which involved a satyr-like character as emperor o f the festival. 
Like so many Christian festivals, Easter in particular, these pagan festivals were 
incorporated into the Christian calendar, and spread into Europe through the 
expansion o f the Roman Empire. After the Roman Empire declined and Europe 
of the Middle Ages became the home of smaller Christian kingdoms, the pagan 
festivals continued, cloaked as Christian celebrations.
Christian celebrations o f Camivale and Mardi Gras were part o f a movable 
festive cycle, a liminal experience, wedged between Christmas and Easter. 
They had several clear characteristics. They were a tim e o f  massive 
overindulgence in food, drink and sexual promiscuity, preparing for the abstinence 
of the 40-day Lenten fast. They were also a time to dress up, to cross-dress —  
men as women, women as men —  to wear masks that hid class origins and 
generally to disregard conventional social and sexual boundaries. Other recurrent 
themes were plays, a procession with floats, and two central characters: Camivale,
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usually a fat drunken man, and Lent, a thin old woman, who always triumphed 
over the Camivale figure. Camivale was a communal safety valve, a time to let 
off steam, a channel for discontent and aggression. Revellers could mock civil 
and religious authority and get away with it. But this was also a dangerous time 
for civil authorities, when celebration could quickly switch to political rebellion, 
discontent hidden behind the masks and costumes of the revellers.
Mardi Gras and Camivale have an ancient history. The Christian element and 
the threat of civil disturbance have gone from modem Mardi Gras and Carnival 
celebrations. What remains is the theme of the everyday world turned up-side- 
down, when we celebrate our freedom to express our sexuality without restraint.37 
Mardi Gras is a time for rebellion against social strictures, and for displaying 
symbols, two of the commonest of which are pink triangles and rainbow flags.
Wearing a Pink Triangle
Germany in the decades prior to the Nazi takeover in 1933 was the birthplace of 
the modem gay movemeftt. Between 1897 and 1929 the movement to repeal 
Paragraph 175, the law making male homosexuality a crime, gathered pace. By 
1929 it appeared that the German Reichstag (parliament) was about to repeal the 
law. It is ironic that Germany became the scene of the massacre of the largest 
number of homosexuals in history, which involved the first use of the pink triangle, 
now a proud identifying symbol for gay males and lesbians all over the world.
Larger events overtook the gay rights movement. Germany had lost the First 
World War. Troubled by hyperinflation in the 1920s and the Great Depression of 
the 1930s, the German people blamed democracy and the Weimar Republic for 
their ills. They turned to Adolf Hitler and his Nazi party for a solution, electing 
Hitler Chancellor in 1933. The Nazis were strongly anti-homosexual, the policy 
orchestrated by Heinrich Himmler, Hitler’s Head of the German Police. Barely 
three weeks after Hitler came to power gay-rights groups were banned, and the 
next year the Gestapo was ordered to compile a list of all homosexuals in Germany, 
including not only those who performed homosexual acts but also those who even 
thought about them! All convicted homosexuals were guilty of a criminal offence 
and by 1938 they began to be sent to concentration camps. In 1940 a concerted 
effort began to exterminate all homosexuals.
We all know that Jews were targets for Nazi extermination, and that millions 
were killed, but less emphasis is given to the other groups exterminated —  
mainly gipsies, socialists and homosexuals. Around 50,000 convictions were 
recorded under Paragraph 175, but the number of gays exterminated may be 
much higher. Estimates vary: a wildly exaggerated figure suggests 250,000, 
while a low estimate suggests only 5,000 to 15,000 homosexual men died in 
concentration camps. There was certainly a difference between extermination 
camps —  where Jews were sent —  and concentration camps where inmates
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were used for hard labour but were not killed immediately. Research by American 
Professor John Fout suggests a reliable figure would be about 50,000 deliberate 
deaths. He has calculated that between 1933 and 1939 there were 8,000 
homosexual prosecutions per year, all involving prison sentences or trips to 
concentration camps.
After 1939 the Gestapo gained control: sentences became longer, with more 
men sent to concentration camps. Many gay men were declared habitual 
criminals and placed under preventive detention. Many were castrated. Between 
1940 and the end o f the war in 1945 most convicted homosexuals were sent 
directly to concentration camps. 1943 to 1945 was a complete nightmare, when 
even civil courts ordered death sentences, or sent offenders to join penal battalions 
and as cannon fodder on the Eastern Front of the war, where individual survi val 
rates averaged about one week.
There were no specifically gay concentration camps. They were sent to 
normal camps but forced to wear a pink triangle on their clothes. The triangle 
was about five centimeters across and placed point down. One was stitched 
onto the left breasts o f their jackets and another on the outside right trouser-leg. 
All concentration camp inmates had to wear triangles, colour coded to show 
the nature o f their offence against Germany: yellow for Jews, black for anti­
socials, red for political prisoners, purple for Jehovah’s Witnesses, green for 
criminals, blue for emigrants, brown for gipsies, and pink for homosexuals. The 
pink triangles were two or three centimeters larger than all o f the others so that 
they could be recognised at a distance.
Scarcely anyone has written about the German homosexuals who were tortured 
and killed simply for being gay. Gays that survived the holocaust did so by hiding 
their sexual identities and after the war they often remained hidden, not obvious to 
the world like the more organised Jews who have campaigned for more than fifty 
years to seek retribution from their tormentors. Gays that survived their conviction 
under Paragraph 175 and applied for restitution after the war were judged to have 
committed a criminal offence and were not granted any compensation.
Lesbians were never prosecuted under Paragraph 175, but they did suffer 
through the destruction o f clubs and other organisations within the homosexual 
subculture, and the banning o f their newspapers. Lesbians were dispersed and 
many chose to leave the scene. There are a few cases known where women 
were tried for other offences when in fact their ‘crime’ was lesbianism. We 
will never know how many lesbians ended up in concentration camps, but they 
were largely spared the persecution meted out to gay men in Nazi Germany.
Wearing a pink triangle is now an act of pride. It was adopted by the 
modem gay movement as a symbol of the very worst the forces o f evil can do 
to homosexual men and women. Knowledge of the origin o f the pink triangle 
will help ensure that such a terrible crime, the Nazi persecution of homosexuals, 
can never be committed again.38
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The Rainbow Flag
The rainbow flag is now instantly recognisable as a symbol o f the 2000s gay 
and lesbian community, but the flag is relatively new and is not the same flag as 
the first designed in 1978.
Bright colours have always been forms o f gay identification, particularly 
green, yellow, pink, lavender and purple. Oscar Wilde began wearing a green 
carnation, an unnatural but beautiful flower, and using it as a symbol in his plays, 
because it was already a popular form of identification worn by like-minded 
men in Paris. Noel Coward continued the trend: green carnations are mentioned 
in his 1929 Bitter Sweet. The colour yellow also was used as a homosexual 
signifier in Australia in the early decades o f this century. If you wanted to 
attract the attention o f the same sex, displaying a pair o f bright yellow socks 
often did the trick.
In the second half of this century, until the rainbow flag, the most recognised 
gay and lesbian symbol was the pink triangle, but because of its horrible significance 
not everyone felt comfortable with its symbolism. Purple, or more accurately, 
lavender, also became a popular signifier of gay pride in the 1960s, and has now 
been adopted by members of the women’s movement, lesbians in particular.
The first rainbow flag was designed by a San Francisco artist, Gilbert Baker, 
in 1978. Baker was reacting to a local activist who had called for a new 
community symbol. His inspiration was the five-striped ‘Flag o f Race’, but his 
flag had eight stripes: hot pink (for sexuality), red (for life), orange (for healing), 
yellow (for the sun), green (for nature), blue (for art), indigo (for harmony), and 
violet (for the human spirit). Baker dyed and sewed the first flag himself, then 
approached San Francisco’s Paramount Flag Company about mass-producing 
his new gay flag. The problem was that his first colour was hot pink, not then 
commercially available, which made mass production impossible. The flag was 
produced, but with seven stripes, minus the pink.
Then, later the same year, San Francisco’s gay community was stunned by 
the assassination o f an openly gay city official, Harvey Milk. The 1979 San 
Francisco Pride Parade Committee organised a big parade to protest his death, 
deciding to adopt Baker’s flag as its symbol, but once again the flag changed, as 
they decided to drop the indigo stripe. The committee wanted to be able to divide 
the colours evenly into two halves, three colours on each side of the street down 
the route of the parade. This six-stripe flag is the one we have today and is 
recognised by the International Congress of Flag Makers. Since 1979 the rainbow 
flag has gradually been adopted by the gay and lesbian community throughout the 
world as their international symbol. The flag is intended to remind us o f the 
diversity o f the queer, gay, lesbian, transgender and transsexual community.
The rainbow symbol has become omnipresent at gay and lesbian celebrations 
such as mardi gras, carnivals, Pride Weeks and festivals. The rainbow symbol
Sym bols and  M eanings 23
has now also become very commercial, manufactured into jewellery and all 
sorts o f  clothes, from waistcoats to T-shirts. Gay-identified businesses have 
found it attracts customers: in Newtown, Sydney, King Street’s leading gay 
pharmacy has been totally decked out in rainbow colours, which serves to give 
it a specific identity. Gay and lesbian newspapers, publications and venues 
display it everywhere. The six-stripe rainbow has become a beautiful, glaring 
symbol o f gay and lesbian pride and solidarity. Like green carnations, the rainbow 
flag is also a code, but where the flower was symbolic o f  a faltering subculture, 
the flag is symbolic o f  a vibrant cultural force.
Other symbols were created in the 1980s and 1990s, the red ribbon, memorial 
quilts and candlelight vigils, all linked to HTV/AIDS. These new symbols have 
become markers o f  compassion and 'understanding in the gay/lesbian/queer 
community, linking that community to the whole national and international scene 
in coming to terms with the HIV virus. HTV/AIDS is further discussed in 
Chapters Ten and Eleven.
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Chapter Two
Colonial Law and Individuals
The nature o f sexuality is often wrongly presumed to be fixed and unchanging. 
Historians and sexual theorists suggest that Western sexuality as it is understood 
today only emerged in the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries as a mechanism 
of the new ways of organising knowledge and power, related to the new industrial 
society of Europe. Modem concepts of homosexuality are a product o f late 
nineteenth century thinking, first formulated in medical and legal knowledge, then 
incorporated into wider society, stimulated by capitalism, urbanisation and an 
increasingly secular society, slowly emerging as a quite obvious subculture.1 
Modem gay and lesbian culture is an excellent example o f how expression o f and 
acceptance o f diverse sexualities can change over centuries. Such an extensive 
homosexual subculture, or culture, has never existed before and may no longer 
exist as a separate entity a century from now. But quite clearly it is a strong and 
vibrant element in our contemporary society which cannot be ignored.
The demarcation o f boundaries between definitions o f homosociality, 
homosexuality and modem gay/lesbian/queer categories are at the heart o f our 
problem in defining sexuality last century. On the one hand we have the very 
high proportion o f males in the population o f colonial Australia, linked together 
by the dubious image o f masculine non-sexual mateship. On the other hand we 
have evidence o f men committing what was seen as ‘unnatural offences’ 
punishable by law —  male-to-male sexual activity, particularly oral and anal 
sex. Where and how did mateship and homosexuality intersect?
Identities and the construction o f sexual boundaries were extremely fluid in 
atomised settler societies.2 Migrants to the new colonies came singly, in parties 
of friends and in small family units, no longer controlled by extended families 
and with fairly autonomous personal lives. Miles Fairbum’s conclusions about 
New Zealand in the second half o f the nineteenth century could just as easily 
have been about Australia. Fairbum suggests that New Zealand contained a 
multitude o f settings in which ‘footloose males met and mixed’ and he details 
descriptions o f the often very brief friendships that formed between men on the 
roads moving from job to job and in short-term employment. Yet he provides no 
evidence of homosexual encounters or relationships.3
We need to begin with a fairly open mind about sexuality. First, there is not 
a simple dichotomy between heterosexuality and homosexuality. Second, over 
a lifetime an individual may be involved in different sexual practices and show 
different sexual preferences. And, third, it is fair to add that men, for a variety 
o f reasons, some social, some perhaps biological, are more able to have 
depersonalised sex than women. Taking onboard Fairbaim’s suggestions about
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the fluidity of atomised settler societies, the conditions for footloose males to 
meet and mix were perfect in nineteenth Australia. To what extent can we 
presume homosexual activity was common in the often largely male communities 
of colonial Australia? I am not suggesting that all colonial males were involved 
in male-to-male sexual activities, nor that those who did, continued to do so 
throughout their lives. But, equally, we must consider the attitudes of eighteenth 
and nineteenth century European males, in the case of Australia predominantly 
from the British Isles, to same sex relationships, and how they might behave in 
the circumstances of life on the colonial frontier or in primitive urban settlements. 
Consider for a moment situational homosexuality in prisons then or today, or 
service men and women in war time. Studies on homosexuality among American 
armed services personnel in the First and Second World Wars suggest that we 
should distinguish between the historically specific concept of homosexuality as 
an identity and the temporary assumption of homosexual roles in particular 
circumstances.4 Similarly, recent surveys show that the majority of men who 
cruise contemporary urban park and highway Beats, identify as heterosexual 
married family men.5
Homosexuality, in the form of sodomy, was strongly condemned in law and 
social attitudes in New South Wales right from 1788. It was, however, a constant 
feature of Australia’s convict era ( 1788-1868). The convict settlements were 
primarily open gaols for large numbers of male prisoners, this disparity between 
males and females in colonial society lasting almost until the gold rushes of the 
1850s.6 In The Fatal Shore, Robert Hughes provided a very comprehensive 
treatment of homosexuality in convict Australia, leaving little doubt that 
homosexuality ‘was as utterly pervasive in the world of the hulks and penal 
settlement as it is in the modem penitentiaries’ ? While the number of convictions 
for homosexual activity was never large, Hughes rightly concludes that this 
reflects the secrecy surrounding such acts and the difficulty of obtaining 
sufficient evidence to gain convictions. Likewise, Libby Connors found little 
direct evidence of homosexuality in the Moreton Bay convict settlement which 
became Brisbane and only two cases from the 1850s when there were still a 
high proportion of ex-convicts in the population. However, the evidence she 
uncovered suggests that two men sharing one bed was common practice, 
occasioning little comment unless the couple came to blows.8
The Australasian colonies were founded and developed on the cusp between 
pre industrial and industrial rapidly urbanising British society. They were peopled 
by a variety of migrants, both forced and free, who came from a variety of 
backgrounds and classes, each with quite different attitudes to sexuality than 
those we accept as normal today. Australian colonial society was begun at a 
time of quite rapid social change in Europe, part of which involved a rethinking 
of what was normative sexuality and gender.
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Scholars suggest that gender and sexual systems remained reasonably stable 
between the twelfth and seventeenth centuries. In seventeenth century England 
there were three biological sexes: men, women and hermaphrodites. All persons 
were thought capable o f desiring both genders but it was presumed that one 
had sexual relations only with the opposite gender, with an emphasis on sexual 
relations for procreation within marriage. Transgressions were countenanced 
as long as patriarchal domination was not overturned. Adolescent boys were 
quite acceptable sexual partners for adult males, who lost no gender status in 
the relationships, as long as they maintained a dominant role. Large social 
transitions occurred in the eighteenth century, caused by a combination o f factors: 
the spread o f Renaissance secular culture, new scientific ideas and industrial 
techniques, the continuing decline o f Catholicism onwards from the Protestant 
Reformation, the secularisation and centralisation o f the State, urbanisation, 
changes in class order, and the emergence o f autonomous individuals separate 
from family units. The result was that relationships became more egalitarian, 
more likely to be based on mutual love, and two major genders were presumed 
to exist in separate spheres.
Alongside were illegitimate gender roles —  adult males and females who 
focussed their desires on members of their same biological sex— which began 
to find a permanent place in Western society. Adult males were no longer free 
to engage in sexual activity with adolescent boys, but an illegitimate male gender 
role emerged in the form of passive effeminate adult males, who had an 
established position in northwestern Europe by the middle o f the eighteenth 
century. By the end o f the century there is also some evidence o f the emergence 
of an equivalent female role. Women, because they achieved their gender 
status primarily through their relationships with men, were slower to reach the 
newer independent status now designated as lesbian, which emerged just before 
1900. The creation o f Europe’s overseas empires also intensified Western 
concepts o f masculinity and racism.9
Out of all this arose colonial Australia, a very dysfunctional version o f British 
society. Our problem remains establishing how these new concepts o f sexuality 
and gender applied to life in the antipodes: the extent to which different classes 
may have preserved older values, the types of relationships which evolved between 
autonomous individuals cut loose from their families, and the ways law, government 
and social practice evolved to cope with life in a new environment.
Homosexuality in Colonial Queensland:
The Evidence
Sexual preference is constructed both biologically and socially. It is politicised 
by systems of government and sexual liberation movements, seeking to retain 
or change the status quo. The forms of sexuality which are acceptable in any
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community will vary depending on time and place. Homosexual acts have 
always existed, but their social meanings vary considerably. In classical Greece 
homosexual relationships between men and boys were considered to be the 
highest, purest form of human relationship. Today we call this paedophilia and 
condemn it strongly. Nor is it correct to pronounce Alexander the Great, or 
Emperor Julius Caesar ‘gay’ because they enjoyed male-to-male sexual relations. 
Their behaviour can only be judged within their own communities and current 
values attached to relationships and sexual acts.
We should not even try to transport our 2000s concepts of sexuality, now 
very politicised by the last thirty years of feminism and gay liberation, back into 
the nineteenth century. It would be quite wrong to take all evidence of 
homosexuality in colonial Queensland as directly precursive of modem gay 
culture. But equally, in making Queensland our case study, we are dealing with 
one reasonably unified settler society in Australia. Certain patterns can be 
discerned: an unbroken transition has taken place in Queensland from first 
British settlement in the 1820s through to the multiracial, multicultural society 
that we have today, with its quite prominent gay and lesbian culture.
There are many sources that could be used in this retrieval of a lost history. 
Jonathan Katz provided an extensive agenda in his Gay American History, the 
pioneering collection of documents in American gay and lesbian history. In its 
Introduction he described how the book was assembled:
The documents here were discovered by hard labor and a certain dogged, one-track, 
single-minded, obsessive persistence. Communication with Gay people proved to 
be an important source of leads to materials once read, heard about, or rumoured to 
exist. Friends, neighbours, relatives, lovers, fellow researchers, correspondents, 
and groups before whom I spoke all supplied clues to elusive evidence.10
Katz’s lists his sources as foreign language books and periodicals, as well as:
records o f insane asylums, universities, and churches; articles in medical, 
psychiatric, psychological, and legal journals; legal appeals; court records; 
periodicals, ephemeral handouts and other publications of the early American 
homosexual emancipation movement; reports of local, city, and state governments, 
and o f federal government; reports of travellers, missionaries, explorers, 
anthropologists, sociologists, penologists; passing references in histories, 
biographies, autobiographies, diaries; artworks (Black blues, cowboy poems, 
engravings, photographs); and literary works (novels, short stories, poetry, 
plays). Such literary sources must be mentioned as an especially important 
source for the historical study of American Lesbianism. The novel, short story, 
poetry, and drama are creative forms in which Lesbians have been portrayed, 
and Lesbianism developed as a subject, even while it was excluded from other, 
more traditional historical sources.11
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Similar evidence is available from Australia. There is still a great deal of basic 
research yet to be done before we can begin to clarify the relationship between 
the undeniably homosexual behaviour recorded in Court cases, our major source 
of information, and wider male society. The history of law reforms in the 
1860s, 1880s and 1890s, largely carried through from British legislation, needs 
investigating as an indicator of changing community attitudes, as does the more 
recent and better documented gay law reforms of the 1970s and 1980s. Supreme 
Court and other government archival records, that have provided the bulk of 
our nineteenth and early twentieth century sources, need searching more 
thoroughly. There are, for instance, indications from research in New South 
Wales records that indecent exposure and assault laws were used as alternative 
charges to sodomy, to lighten the severity of the offence and the consequent 
punishment: the search needs to be widened to include these related Court 
categories. Newspapers have to be searched in tandem with the Court records, 
and newspaper indexes examined for other nineteenth century and twentieth 
century leads.12 Indexes create shortcuts, but their usefulness depends on who 
compiled them and their personal perceptions of what might be of interest to 
later researchers. As any historian knows, nothing can beat reading every 
issue of a newspaper over a fifty-year period to glean information, however 
arduous the process. And following Katz’s suggestions, literary evidence from 
diaries, letters, poems, short-stories, traveller’s accounts and novels will also 
expand our picture, particularly for lesbian history which escapes the Court and 
most other government records.13 Photographs, sketches, paintings and films 
will also add to our store of information.14
There are also significant gay and lesbian archival collections in Australia, 
particularly Melbourne’s Australian Lesbian and Gay Archives. Another quite 
extraordinary source is Greg Weir’s meticulously indexed and presented personal 
archives from his years as a gay political activist since the 1970s. Although 
Queensland-focused, Weir’s archives cover all of Australia.15 These collections 
are complimented by the Australian Centre for Lesbian and Gay Research at 
the University of Sydney which provides a base for interdisciplinary research 
and resources in gay and lesbian issues.
Oral testimony can provide access to information and ideas on sources from 
the last fifty or sixty years. From 1990s oral evidence it is clear that Brisbane’s 
homosexual subculture flourished as far back as the 1920s. In the days when 
hotels closed at six o’clock, later extended to ten o’clock, most social activities 
took place at private homes or at hired venues on weekends. Gay and lesbian 
entertainment in Brisbane on Queen’s Birthday weekend began in 1962, which 
has grown year by year into a major social event. My chance meeting with 
Barrett Reid, an elderly literary figúre who grew up in Brisbane in the 1930s 
and 1940s, provided tantalising snippets of information. Which senior Queensland 
politician used his official car and chauffeur to pick up his boyfriend from work,
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whenever his wife was away? How many have heard of the Pink Elephant 
Cafe which operated in Brisbane fifty years ago, frequented by bohemian, gay 
and lesbian types? Or that the clothes once most easily identifiable as gay, and 
once most likely to enrage the police, were a yellow pullover, tie and socks, plus 
suede shoes?16
Queensland Justice Department records from the nineteenth century contain 
more than seventy charges of a homosexual nature. From such a small data 
base it would be foolhardy to be too certain, but the evidence is detailed enough 
to extrapolate beyond the actual limits of the cases.
First, there is, for instance, some evidence that gay slang existed, although 
most of the words have heterosexual origins. Words for male sexual organs 
and acts have not changed much in a century and a half, although ‘fundament’ 
meaning backside, and ‘privates’ meaning male genitalia have gone out of 
fashion. Even in the nineteenth century evidence they are mainly used by 
police officers as euphemisms. All the other words used are still current. The 
only unusual word for penis was ‘mickie’, used by a fourteen-year-old at 
Maryborough in 1899.17 The sexual act was more variously termed. ‘Jerking 
off’ was a common schoolyard term in 1895 at North Eton State School.18 
The only direct references to semen is to ‘white matter’, ‘wet matter’, ‘stuff’ 
or ‘sticky stuff’, except for one youth who is recorded in evidence as saying: 
‘He again took out my person. He tried to make my nature flow’.19
The polite language of police and medical doctors describes having a ‘venereal 
affair’. ‘Fuck’ is used constantly, as is ‘bugger’, but ‘sodomy/sodomise’ seem 
to be only legal terms. Having a ‘scrape’ or ‘stuffing’ a sexual partner is used 
on some occasions and seems to have been used for heterosexual or homosexual 
penetrative sex. ‘Jiggi jiggi’ and ‘nickie nickie’ are used to mean sexual 
intercourse by Singhalese in 1885 and 1892.20 Jigi-jigi is still current as slang in 
Asia and the Pacific. There are two good examples of gay slang. One comes 
from the young male employees of Alfred Shaw’s hardware store in Brisbane 
in 1892, who annoyed older staff with their constant repetition of ‘which end?’ :
When one boy speaks to another he is frequently answered ‘which end’?
The toilets at the back of the store were the locale of one Court case, and the 
same phrase is used by one of the accused:
What game is this you and Allen were at in the closet [toilet] together? Anderson
said ‘which end?’. I said if it was known you would get ten years.21
Another example of slang first appears in the 1940s. Men talked about ‘being 
on the trade’ as a signifier that they were part of the gay scene, ‘trade’ remaining 
a slang term for picking up sexual partners at bars and Beats until the present.22
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Second, sexual acts seem to have included kissing, sucking, masturbation and 
fucking, with emphasis on penetration not foreplay. Anal sex seems to predominate 
in the court cases, but this may well be because penetration had to be proved to 
gain a conviction for sodomy. Evidence of lubricants other than saliva is rare, but 
the most usual additional substance used was vaseline. There is a case from 
Ipswich in the 1890s when a school teacher very fond of masturbating and fucking 
youths, sent one o f them out to buy a bottle of vaseline.23
Third, there is a clear transition from isolated homosexual acts to añ identifiable 
subculture, which probably existed in a very primitive Beat-based form by the 
1860s, and was quite evident to the discerning observer in Brisbane by the 1890s- 
1900s. This developed into a fully formed subculture with house-parties, identifiable 
gay types, well-established Beats, and coffee shop and hotel venues by the 1920s. 
There is evidence o f the existence o f a homosexual subculture in Sydney as early 
as the 1830s, based on waterfront hotels and theatres,24 and it is likely that a 
similar scene also existed in Brisbane by no later than the 1860s. Beats, homosexual 
appropriation o f public space, certainly existed in Queensland last century. The 
incidents provoking one Court case from 1864 occurred at the wharf for the ferry 
across to South Brisbane. Another case involves Townsville’s Strand in 1870. 
There is the 1890s shop toilets case mentioned above, and another from the same 
decade involves sexual adventures in Bundaberg’s botanic gardens.25 It also 
appears that in the second half of the nineteenth century some Brisbane boarding 
houses may have been homosexual-friendly.
What are we to make o f twenty-three-year-old James Moore, who was 
found in 1895 parading in Stanley Street, South Brisbane, wearing female attire? 
The Magistrate convicted him of disorderly conduct and offered him a choice 
between a £1 fine or seven day’s imprisonment.26 Why was he cross-dressing? 
Was he soliciting? The records reveal a variety of male homoerotic encounters 
from the drawing rooms of the colonial aristocracy to the back rooms of butchers’ 
shops and the barracks of sugar plantations. The styles of relationships varied, from 
friendships lasting forty years, to quick anonymous drunken sexual acts in public 
toilets and parks, or hotel and boarding house bedrooms. For some, like the Ipswich 
school teacher mentioned above, the activities took place behind closed doors with 
cotton wool stuffed in the door-locks to hide from prying eyes, but there must 
always have been occasional individuals like George Seymour, Lord Yarmouth, 
mentioned later in this chapter, who flaunted their sequins and butterfly wings.
Fourth, a substantial proportion o f the cases involve Asian and Melanesian 
immigrants, indicating their own positive attitudes to homoerotic activities, 
their isolation from women, and the negative attitudes o f colonial authorities 
and the general population to groups deemed racially inferior. But the clearly 
interracial nature o f male sexual interaction also raises questions about the 
formation o f racism and Anglo-Celtic male mateship as Australian national 
ideologies late last century.
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Fifth, a large proportion of the cases involve acts which would still be offences 
today. About half of the overall court cases involve adult-child sexual activity, 
although the majority of the younger partners are in their teens and many seem 
very willing participants. The same applies to the cases involving homosexual 
acts preformed in public places. These places vary from parks and beaches to 
urban Beats, hotel verandahs, and shared rooms in boarding houses and hotels.
Sixth, although alcohol is involved in many of the incidents, there is seldom 
any hint o f violence, amongst the participants, or from the viewers or 
complainants against the sexual acts. Considering that homosexuality was 
supposed to be deviant and evil enough to warrant a prison sentence o f several 
years, why did the individuals who reported the incidents, usually men, never 
try to deliver summary justice with their fists? Perhaps this did occur and 
was never recorded, but it seems strange that violence is generally absent 
from the Court cases. If one examines other sexual cases in the Court records, 
there is often violence involved, and often within domestic circumstances. 
There is something unusually peaceful about the reported circumstances 
surrounding these homosexual Court cases, which indicates that homosexuality 
was not viewed as repugnantly as is often presumed.
The evidence all relates to isolated incidents: we have no diaries or love 
letters to show long-standing affections. But the cases for which records remain 
are only an indication of many other homoerotic encounters which were never 
reported to authorities —  the proverbial tip o f the iceberg. If we also consider 
the extremely high masculinity levels in the colonial population, we may be 
coming closer to the sexual truth behind the myth o f mateship in Australian 
society. Early Queensland was a very male preserve.
Gay studies are as fundamental to gender studies as feminism, in that they 
challenge the dominant paradigm of a hegemonic heterosexual masculinity. 
Opening the public closet and examining the ‘detestable and abominable crime 
(not to be mentioned amongst Christians) called buggery’ is one step on the 
way to a fuller appreciation of our colonial past.
Critics will never be satisfied with the degree of proof provided by the 
fragmentary evidence available, which leaves us with a rather lopsided picture of 
homosexual activity. Almost entirely the evidence concerns males, leaving us 
with little knowledge of lesbianism. And it concerns sexual activity in public 
places, or sexual activity observed by outsiders, which is hardly the norm. We 
can never know the full extent of homosexual activity, how substantial the subculture 
was last century, or the extent of long-term relationships and partnerships. The 
predominating legal case evidence does not enable this. Because societal rules 
condemned any homosexual activity, those seeking same-sex partners were 
extremely furtive, not wanting to be identified and chance imprisonment. There 
is also a strong degree of class difference in the available evidence. The middle
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and upper classes were largely socially immune from legal prosecution and had 
the financial means to suppress evidence of their peccadillos.
Isolated examples can be taken as just that— incidents which are interesting 
but do not relate to a wider picture. However, using the following example 
from Townsville in 1871, it could be suggested that what is uncovered is evidence 
of a homosexual Beat, which still exists today, almost 130 years later. The 
Townsville case also illustrates another theme which, as noted in Chapter Nine, 
permeates the Court evidence: the graphic details about and the centrality o f 
anal sex. Gathering enough evidence for a conviction on a sodomy charge was 
extremely difficult. The police had to have proof o f anal penetration and some 
were willing to perjure themselves to obtain it. In the Townsville case the 
policeman claimed to have proved that sodomy occurred by creeping up and 
inserting his hand between passive posterior and active penis, which seems 
extremely unlikely. The evidence available to me, largely from Court cases, 
has shaped much of the content o f this book. There is a constant emphasis on 
the physical side o f relationships, not on partnerships and love, or homoerotic 
behaviour. While this can be read into some of the evidence, the reader needs 
to keep in mind that this is an exercise in historical retrieval and much o f what 
we would like to know has been left unrecorded.
Enough Evidence to Convict:
Townsville, 1871
Townsville, situated at the mouth of a mud-banked river, was founded in 1864 as 
a port for the newly-settled pastoral hinterland. The adjacent beach in Cleveland 
Bay was lined with low sand dunes and covered by sparse shrubby vegetation. 
The scenic beachfront of the new town ran along the sand as far as Melton Hill 
(a rocky outcrop jutting out from the barren granite mass o f Castle Hill, which 
dominates Townsville, into the sea at Point Kenelly), about half a kilometre from 
the river bank. Townsville grew and prospered in the 1870s and 1880s as a port 
and railway terminus, bolstered by the rich goldfields at nearby Ravenswood and 
Charters Towers. During the 1880s Point Kenelly was quarried back to its present 
position, allowing clear access along the entire sweep of beach to Kissing Point, 
a full mile away. By the late nineteenth century Townsville was the largest town 
in north Queensland and the beachfront track had become the Strand, a road and 
park along the low sand hills, favoured for promenades, with the beach used for 
sea bathing, particularly down by the rocks. Substantial hotels, providing 
accommodation and alcohol, were built at the river end of the Strand: the wide- 
verandahed Criterion in 1865; the North Australian close by, built a year later, the 
most pretentious of Townsville’s early hotels. The setting for the following case, 
reproduced verbatim, is Townsville’s Strand in 1871.
34 Sunshine and Rainbows
CCT 7/N30, Case no 8, Queensland State Archives 
27th March 1871 
Regina v Boyd & Reily 
Charge: Sodomy
Tried 28 March 1871. Both guilty o f the attempt.
Judge: Chief Justice Sir James Cockle
Jury:
Rudolphus Davis, Robert Sumner, John Shannon, Benjamin Palmer, William Crew, 
Robert Barry, Frederick West, Thomas Taylor, William Henry Wright, George 
Holder, Frederick Goddard, David Straiton
Verdict:
Boyd —  3 year’s penal servitude







Before Jas Gordon P M 
W H Tulloh JP




This Witness, being sworn, states:
My name is Richard Dyer. I am a Detective officer and a constable in the 
Queensland Constabulary. I know the prisoners at the Bar. I have known the 
prisoner Boyd about two months intimately. He boarded in the same hotel with 
myself during that time. I have known the prisoner Reily about the same period, 
he also lodging in the same Hotel with me. I remember seeing the prisoners on 
Sunday morning the 6th November about half past one in front o f the North 
Australian Hotel on the beach.
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I saw them together in conversation with each other. It was almost as bright as 
the day. It was a full moon and a clear sky. They were apparently in deep 
conversation when I first saw them go away from the place together in the 
direction of the Bank of New South Wales. They stopped at the comer of 
Wickham Street opposite the Bank. They then travelled along the upper part of 
the Beach in the direction of the rocks where bathing is generally carried on. It 
is a secluded place.
I had instructions from Mr Marlow [Inspector J Marlow of the Queensland 
Police] to watch the prisoner Boyd particularly. I was accompanied by two other 
parties at my own request. I lost sight of the two prisoners. The parties 
accompanying were respectively called Jenkins and Moran. I left Jenkins and 
Moran about 20 yards before you came to the rocks while I went forward to look 
for the prisoners amongst the rocks. Immediately on approaching the rocks 
there is a gorge about 4 or 5 feet in width, about 6 or 7 feet in depth and 11 yards 
long. I saw the prisoner Boyd about the centre of this gorge. He was on the top 
of the prisoner Reily. I could see him at the distance I was then. They were both 
lying down. The prisoner Reily was lying on his belly on the ground and the 
prisoner Boyd was lying on him. I could hear the prisoner Reily grunting or 
moaning. This was when I got nearer to them. I approached them. The prisoner 
Boyd wore white trousers. They were unbuttoned and down. The front part 
was open, the back was up. The prisoner Reily had his trousers down behind 
and his fundament was exposed. It was bright moonlight at this time, bright as 
the day almost.
The prisoner Boyd was moving. He was raising his fundament up and down on 
the other man. I stole up cautiously behind them. When I got close to the 
prisoner Boyd I caught him by the back of the neck while lying on the prisoner 
Reily as I have already described. It was by the left hand I caught him by the 
neck. With my right hand I shoved down between the privates of the prisoner 
Boyd and the fundament of the prisoner Reily. I then found the prisoner Boyd’s 
penis which was quite rigid and inserted in the prisoner Reily’s fundament. The 
prisoner Boyd’s penis was quite greasy and wet.
I then got Boyd on to his legs and a struggle between him and I took place. The 
prisoner Reily meantime slinked by me with his trousers down. I sung out to 
Moran to look out for the prisoner Reily. Jenkins came to my assistance at this 
time. The prisoner Reily made no complaint to me. I never called on him to stand 
by name but he ran away. Jenkins must have seen Reily going away. Jenkins 
and I took the prisoner Boyd to the station house. At the time Jenkins came up 
the prisoner Boyd’s trousers were still open.
I then proceeded to the lock up in company with Jenkins and Moran with the 
prisoner Boyd in custody. The prisoner Boyd remarked on his way to the lock 
up ‘My day is now over and I do not care what the result will be.’ I confined him 
to the lock up. He called me a ‘bloody dog’ on the road.
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About [between] one and two o’clock in the afternoon of the same day Sunday 
in company with Sergeant Higgins I arrested the prisoner Reily at the back of the 
Race Course Hotel.27 Searching for the prisoner Reily, Higgins and I went some 
distance beyond the above Hotel and as we were returning, from information we 
received we went to the back of the Hotel and found Reily sitting down beside 
a tree. I told him the charge. The charge now before the Court. I arrested him, 
upon [which] he made no reply at this time. Sergeant Higgins spoke to Reily 
about the magnitude of his offence and the prisoner commenced crying. He said 
‘I suppose I shall have to go through with it now. I am not destitute of [a] £20 
note and I’ll get Mr Norris to see me through.’ I took him in company with 
Sergeant Higgins to the lock up and there confined him.
It was about half past 3 when I put Boyd in the lock up and I then walked about 
in search of the prisoner Reily expecting him to come back to the Hotel which he 
did not do.
By [question from] the Bench
It was at the North Australian Hotel that myself and the two prisoners were 
staying. Both prisoners were in the habit of sleeping at the Hotel.
By [question from] the prisoner Boyd
The prisoner Boyd had been away in the day down to Cardwell and came back 
in the return ship. To the best of my recollection the vessel returned to Townsville 
either Friday or Saturday last.
By [question from] the prisoner Reily
To the best of my recollection it is about a week or a fortnight since you returned 
from up country. You had then been away about a fortnight from Town. I 
arrested you & told you what I charged you with.
Richard Dyer
(Taken and sworn before us at Townsville, thirteenth day of November 1870, 
James Gordon P M, W H Tulloh J P)
Henry Arthur Jenkins
This witness, being sworn, states:
My name is Henry Arthur Jenkins. I am a Hairdresser residing in Townsville. I 
have seen the prisoner Boyd before. I do not know the prisoner Reily. I know 
the previous witness Dyer. I remember seeing Dyer last Sunday morning between 
one and two o’clock. It was moonlight. I saw Dyer at Falconers North Australian
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Hotel on the beach. I accompanied him from the Hotel to a place near the Bank 
of New South Wales thence thro’ the Bank premises and then to the Beach. A 
man named Moran was occasionally with us and some times near the water. 
Moran had the same object in view as ourselves. At this time I saw two men 
going along the Beach which I believe to be the prisoners now before the Bench. 
Before leaving the Hotel with Dyer I saw the two prisoners about 20 or 30 yards 
from the Hotel on the Beach. They were then moving away. I don’t remember 
seeing them stop tho’ they might have done from the time they took going 
along. They went along until I lost sight o f them. Dyer was at this time a little in 
advance o f me.
I shortly heard a noise as if  two or three men were fighting. I immediately 
proceeded in the direction from which the noise came. When I got to the spot 
the first thing I saw [was] some one like the prisoner Reily running away. I also 
saw the prisoner Boyd. I have not the slightest doubt o f his identity. When I 
saw Boyd he was wrestling and trying to overpower Dyer. His trousers were 
open. I called Dyer’s attention to the fact. I assisted Dyer in securing him. 
Moran was a little further on above the rocks. I sung out to Moran to look after 
the prisoner Reily. I was then assisting Dyer. I hit the prisoner Boyd with my fist 
when I got up to him. I accompanied Dyer who had arrested the prisoner Boyd 
to the lock up.
By [question from] the prisoner Boyd
At the time Dyer was in advance from going to the rocks. There was a difference of 
about 15 or 20 yards between us. You were struggling with Dyer, both of you on 
your feet. I can’t say what time it took me to do the 15 or 20 yards. I should say it was 
a Minute. I heard Dyer say ‘You bloody old dog. I’ve got you’or something to that 
effect. I don’t remember hearing you call Dyer a liar. I called Dyer’s attention to 
the state o f your trousers. From the position Moran was in I thought he had 
caught the prisoner Reily. I think Dyer was up in sufficient time to catch you 
both. The reason of my being with Dyer the night in question was to catch you.
Henry A Jenkins
(Taken and sworn before us at Townsville, this tenth day of November 1870, 
James Gordon P M, W H Tulloh J P)
Joseph Callaghan
This witness being sworn states:
My name is Joseph Callaghan. I am a legally qualified Medical practitioner o f 
the Queensland Medical Board residing in Townsville. I know Detective Dyer. I 
saw him on Sunday last. He asked me to examine [the] prisoner Reily. I examined
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him to see if he had been had connection with. The anus was more moist than 
usual and there was an abrasion of the cuticle. There was no relaxation whatever. 
The moisture on the anus did not show a natural appearance for that part. I was 
called to examine Reily about 5 o’clock on Sunday evening. I believe some time 
had elapsed since connection had been had. About 15 hours considering the 
time that had elapsed and assuming the consent of the prisoner Reily from the 
appearances at the time of my examination penetration might have taken place.
By [question from] the prisoner Boyd
Appearances were not sufficiently strong to justify me in stating that the 
penetration had actually taken place. The moisture on the anus had not a 
natural appearance.
By [question from] the prisoner Reily
The abrasion might be caused by riding a horse bare backed but not the moisture. 
Joseph Callaghan, Surgeon
(Taken and sworn before us at Townsville, this tenth day of November 1870, 
James Gordon P M, W H Tulloh J P)
The prisoner John Boyd does not wish to make any statement.
The prisoner William Reily does not wish to make any statement.
The decision of the Bench is that both prisoners be committed to take their 
trial at the next sitting of the Supreme Court to be holden [j /'c.] at Rockhampton 
on the 27th March 1871.
(Made and taken before us at Townsville this tenth day of November 1870, 
James Gordon P M, W H Tulloh J P.)
Townsville had no local paper at the time of the incident, and there is no archival 
record of the Rockhampton hearing of the case, but when Boyd and Reily were 
tried in Rockhampton in March 1871 the local Bulletin carried a full report of 
the proceedings of the Supreme Court on its northern circuit. Cases were tried 
over several days — murders, rapes, and, strangely, two charges of sodomy — 
cases eight and nine.28 Boyd and Reily’s trial came first.
Unnatural Offence
John Boyd and William Riley [so throughout] stood indicted for having 
committed an unnatural crime at Townsville. Mr McDevitt, instructed by Mr 
Milford, appeared for the prisoner Boyd; Riley was undefended. Detective
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Dyer deposed to having pounced upon the prisoners whilst in the commission 
of the act. Harry Jenkins, hair-dresser at Townsville (formerly of Rockhampton), 
also gave evidence as a Crown witness, but his testimony was only in part 
corroborative of Dyer’s statement. Mr McDevitt and Mr Charles Lilley, Q.C., 
addressed the jury, and His Honour summed up at great length, reading over 
the whole of the evidence. The jury retired for twenty minutes and returned 
with a verdict against both prisoners of ‘Guilty of the Attempt’.
The prisoner Boyd, on being asked by the Clerk of Arraigns, had nothing to say 
why the sentence of the court should not be passed upon him, excepting that he 
had been gambling with Detective Dyer, who won money from him. The other 
prisoner, Riley, said he was five miles [8 klms] from Townsville at the time when 
the offence was said to have been committed.
His Honour, addressing John Boyd, said he understood the prisoner attributed 
some sort of motive to Detective Dyer for bringing the charge against him, but 
that was hardly adequate to account for the bringing of a false accusation, and 
had such motive existed, it would doubtless have been detected and exposed 
As to the prisoner William Riley, his Honour said it was a great pity he had not 
brought witnesses to prove his absence from the scene of the crime. His not 
doing so, gave strong presumptive evidence that his statement was not true. 
The prisoner Boyd, an old man of sixty-two years, ought to have known better. 
From him might have been expected a good example, and not that he should 
partake in such a beastly crime. The only feeling with which society could 
regard it was that of abhorrence. His Honour would pass not nearly so severe a 
sentence on him as he might do, but it must be penal servitude most certainly.
He was the older man — perhaps the instigator of the crime, though as to the 
part taken by the prisoners viewed in itself, there was not a pin to choose 
between them. The sentence of the Court in Boyd’s case was three years’ penal 
servitude. The other prisoner, Riley, his Honour said was a younger man, and he 
should pass upon him a comparatively short sentence. If he thought a sentence 
as long or longer than the one he had just passed on Boyd would do him good, 
he should inflict it, but the prisoner was a young man, and should take warning.
As he had been in gaol since November last, the sentence of the Court in his 
case was twelve months’ imprisonment, with hard labour, in Brisbane Gaol.
The prisoners were then removed from the dock, and the Court adjourned, at 
half-past six o’clock until nine on Wednesday morning.29
Unfortunately, the prison records covering the years Boyd and Reily were 
in gaol have been lost, so we have no physical descriptions of them, other than 
that Boyd was sixty-two years old and Reily was young, presumably not an 
adolescent but certainly a young man. Mr Justice Cockle made a clear distinction 
between the actions of Boyd and those of Reily in his sentencing, believing that 
Reily could be reformed but that Boyd was unlikely to change his ways.30
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Were Boyd and Reily lovers, an established couple, forced to seek a public 
place for their private act because of shared hotel accommodation which denied 
them privacy? Why was detective Dyer so keen to prosecute Boyd whom he 
had known ‘intimately’ for about two months and whom he had bested in a card 
game that same night? Why did he find it necessary to thrust his hand into the 
midst of the sexual act; surely this was beyond the call of duty? In any case it is 
implausible that the men did not perceive his presence until he joined them in the 
ominous threesome: Dyer would seem to be giving false testimony of the type 
required to secure a conviction. Why did Jenkins act as police agent and why did 
his evidence only partially corroborate Dyer’s statement? What bearing did the 
Boyd/Reily case have on the judgement in the trial of John Dow the next day?
In Chapter Nine there is a report of similar nature from almost exactly the 
same area on Townsville’s Strand. These two documented Townsville incidents, 
and the descriptions of Queensland’s Beats spread through several chapters, 
illustrate the interpretative problems involved in gay and lesbian studies. The 
Australian Beat has been around a long time but was Townsville’s beachfront a 
Beat last century similar to that identifiable a century later? Interpreting 
documentary sources from a century ago is difficult at the best of times. Gay 
history creates even more difficulty, given the illegality, silence, and shame that 
surround the source material, the coded nature of references to direct physical 
acts and to homosocial and homoerotic behaviour, as they appear in diaries and 
other literary evidence.
That Abominable Crime
Homosexuals and the Law in Colonial Queensland
The new British colonies in Australia took their lead from English law. Initially, 
Queensland operated on New South Wales law, but in 1865 Parliament passed 
an Act to Consolidate and Amend the Statute Law o f Queensland Relating 
to Offences Against the Person, which, with amendments, remained in place 
until 1899. This brought into effect a new 1861 Imperial law, the Offences 
Against the Person Act which abolished the death penalty for buggery and 
introduced the new crime of intent to commit buggery. Sections 62 to 64 of the 
Queensland Act concern ‘Unnatural Offences’. Essentially, three offences 
were punishable under the Act: the ‘abominable crime of buggery’ (with either 
human being or animal); ‘attempt to commit the said abominable crime’; and 
indecent assault or indecent exposure. The sentences for these offences ranged 
from ten years to life imprisonment for anal intercourse, and three to ten years 
imprisonment, but not less than two years, with the option of hard labour, for 
attempted anal intercourse. Although indecent assault and indecent exposure 
were only misdemeanours and of quite a different classification, because of the 
way the law operated, a charge of indecent assault or indecent exposure was
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an optional, preferred homosexual charge which was easier for police to prove 
and gain a conviction for, and carried lesser penalties.
Imperial law was again amended in 1885 — the so-called Labouchere 
amendment, which stated that:
Any male person who, in public or private, commits, or is a party to the 
commission of, or procures or attempts to procure, the commission by any 
male person of, any act of gross indecency with another male person, shall be 
guilty of a misdemeanour, and being convicted thereof shall be liable at the 
discretion of the court to be imprisoned for any term not exceeding two years, 
with or without hard labour.31
This amendment is usually taken as evidence that lawmakers were aware that 
a homosexual subculture existed in London and other large British cities, but it 
also assisted attempts at blackmail and was used in 1895 to convict Oscar 
Wilde on the evidence of male prostitutes acting as police informers. However, 
the amendment was not immediately adopted in Australia. In 1891 when 
Queensland passed its version of the 1885 British Act, Henry Labouchere’s 
amendment was not included, although Sir Samuel Griffith reinstated it as 
‘Indecent Practices between Males’ in his 1899 revision of the Queensland 
Criminal Code, but with a maximum three year sentence with or without hard 
labour.32 The Labouchere amendment was eventually adopted in other Australia 
jurisdictions, for instance in Victoria as late as 1919.33
The Queensland Justice Department deposition book records 638 offences 
against morality going to trial in higher Courts between 1861 and 1900. This is 
about 15 per cent of the total offences against the person tried in higher Courts 
in the same period. Within these are seventy-six homosexual offences and 
forty-one cases of bestiality. While it is putting homosexual offences into bad 
company to link them with bestiality, the law did so. Because of the brevity of 
remaining information, it is not always possible to differentiate between the 
cases. On several occasions what at first glance seemed to be a homosexual 
case turned out to be ‘buggery of a bitch’, ‘buggery of a cow’, or ‘committing 
an unnatural offence on a mare’!34
There is detailed enough information on only thirty-eight of the seventy-six 
homosexual cases to be absolutely sure that they are not charges of bestiality, 
but one can safely assume that the actual number is at least fifty. The number 
of individuals involved is also difficult to estimate as six times men faced two to 
four charges, but only one charge was proceeded with in each instance. In 
other cases two men were charged but there is only one Court case.
The other difficulty is that the deposition books do not differentiate between 
sexual assaults on, or indecent exposure in front of males and females. Without 
going through each case it is not possible to establish how many were homosexual 
offences. As the homosexual offences located make up around 10 per cent of
42 Sunshine and Rainbows
the total number o f offences against morality, one could presume that the same 
percentage o f the sexual assaults and indecent exposures were homosexual. 
In colonial New South Wales indecent exposure charges were used to regulate 
homosexual activity before indecent assault laws were in place. Sexual assault 
is a much lesser charge than sodomy, so a generous police officer or Bench 
could have used such a charge out of compassion, to lessen the sentence.
In eighteen o f the cases the defendant was discharged, for a number of 
reasons. There are actually only eleven sentences recorded but in several 
cases the vital information is missing. The real number o f sentences is probably 
higher. In the six cases involving adults, the sentences are between one and 
five years. Attempted sodomy received sentences of one, three and four years; 
convictions for sodomy received sentences of two years hard labour, three 
years and five years, which was quite light given the recommendation in 29 
VIC no 11, s 62 that the sentences be ‘penal servitude for life or for any term 
not less than ten years.’
The evidence is often quite graphic. Take the case o f sodomy brought 
against James Kelly and James Robinson in Brisbane in May 1876. James 
Macbeth, night-watchman at the ASN Company wharf on the Brisbane River 
was on patrol one bright moonlit night when he saw something lying against a 
fence at the foot of Margaret Street. Macbeth jumped a fence and crept up, in 
time to hear Robinson say ‘You haven’t got a fuck in you’. Kelly was flat on 
his back, his shirt loose, with his arms around Robinson. The night-watchman 
saw Kelly kiss Robinson on both cheeks and say ‘There now I have kissed 
you’. Robinson, with his exposed penis erect, answered with ‘Now you fuck 
me’. Kelly then began to masturbate Robinson.
At this stage the night-watchman retreated, running up to Maiy Street to bring 
back a witness, Robert Gilmore. Macbeth and Gilmore saw Kelly performing 
oral sex on Robinson and heard Robinson say, ‘Now you suck my prick and I’ll 
suck yours afterwards’. Macbeth stayed long enough to watch Kelly sodomise 
Robinson before he and Gilmore sprinted up to the comer o f Mary and Edward 
Streets to alert Senior-Constable Patrick Lutterell. All three ran back, finding the 
two men now in the process of dressing, though Robinson still had his penis 
exposed. Kelly and Robinson, arrested for ‘committing and act against the order 
of nature’, appeared in the Magistrate’s Court the next day and in front o f the 
Supreme Court two days later. They were not convicted. A ‘No true bill’ was 
filed, meaning that sometime after the committal for trial but before the presentation 
of the indictment the Crown decided not to proceed further.35
‘No true bills’ and ‘Nolleprosequi’ (where the prosecutor agreed to proceed 
no further after a trial has commenced) are common solutions to cases even 
when the evidence looked damning. Sentences meted out for homosexual 
offences were not draconian, within the possible range. To give but two examples: 
following a British legal precedent, the death penalty for sodomy was removed
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in Queensland in 1865, when Robert Herbert was Colonial Secretary (Premier), 
twenty years before it was lifted in New South Welsh legislation; and most 
sentences are well below the possible maximum. The general impression gained 
is that the all-male juries last century were not as horrified by homosexuality as 
its more vociferous decriers would like to suggest.
Was Queensland’s First Premier Gay?
Robert Herbert and John Bramston, 1860s
Herston is an inner-city Brisbane suburb most famous for the Royal Brisbane 
Hospital and Brisbane’s annual Show, the ‘Ekka’, at the exhibition grounds. 
Less well known is the origin of the name. ‘Herston’ is an amalgam of parts of 
two surnames, Herbert and Bramston, belonging to two young colonial politicians 
who built a house there and lived together for several years in the early 1860s. 
The Herston property consisted of fifty acres with a wide verandahed stone 
house built in colonial Queensland style. Herbert and Bramston lived together 
and had a close male friendship, but was it a gay love story?
Robert George Wyndham Herbert, bom in 1831, the son of a barrister, was 
the grandson of the first1 Earl of Carnarvon and cousin and close associate of 
the fourth Earl. Herbert was educated at Eton, carrying on to Balliol College, 
Oxford University, taking out his BA in 1854, the same year as Bramston. 
Then he became private secretary for three years to William Gladstone, the 
great English Liberal statesman, at that time Chancellor of the Exchequer.
This was a formative apprenticeship for young Herbert, recommended by 
Gladstone to Sir George Bowen, Queensland’s first Governor, as a private 
secretary who could also become the first Colonial Secretary of the new colony. 
Herbert and Bramston accompanied Bowen to Queensland in 1859.
John Bramston, a year younger than Herbert, was educated at Winchester 
and Balliol, and admitted to the Bar a year before Herbert. The pair had become 
close friends at Balliol, then shared rooms in London. Bramston also came to 
Queensland as Bowen’s private secretary, like Herbert quickly moving on, to 
become Clerk to the Executive Council for four months in 1860-1861. He 
entered Parliament in 1863 and served as minister without portfolio under 
Herbert, who was Premier from December 1859 until February 1866, returning 
to the Ministry briefly in a crisis in July-August 1866.
A good looking, conservative, aristocratic and bookish dandy, Premier at 
twenty-eight, Herbert lived with Bramston, dabbled in gardening, kept a few 
cattle and bred prize poultry. Bramston enjoyed more ‘manly’ concerns than 
Herbert. He took a commission as a captain in the Queensland Mounted 
Rifles and enjoyed horse racing, rowing and sailing. He was an excellent 
lawyer, but less capable politically than Herbert, leaving no mark on 
Queensland’s first decade.
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Herbert’s letters home describe the domesticity o f their lives together, the 
shared pleasures, the joy o f getting away from the world to be themselves. As 
Robert French and Garry Wotherspoon, two Sydney gay historians, have noted:
If their letters had been written by a man about himself and a female companion, 
we would be in no doubt as to the nature of their lives together, and we would 
undoubtedly presume a sexual element. But their letters relate to the life of two 
men together. What should we then presume?36
With this in mind it is interesting to read Herbert’s 1864 explanation to his sister 
o f why he had not married:
... I think you will admit that a man or woman should not if it can be helped 
exchange a serene and happy existence for a life entirely different, and possibly 
not suited to previous tastes and habits. It does not seem to me reasonable to 
tell a man who is happy and content, to marry a woman who may turn out a great 
disappointment. Why should people speculate so rashly with the few years 
they have to live? and run the risk of being wretched to the end of their lives, for 
a chance of a little possible additional happiness?37
How many gay young men have given a similar explanation to their families?
We may be wrong to presume anything at all, but the close relationship 
continued for the remainder of their lives. Herbert and Bramston left Brisbane 
together as saloon passengers on the steamer Hero in October 1866 to Batavia, 
where they boarded another ship for England. Herbert joined the Board o f 
Trade in 1867, transferring to the Colonial Office in 1870, where he served as 
assistant, then permanent Undersecretary from 1871 until 1892, returning to 
the post in 1899-1900. His cousin Carnarvon held that M inistry from 1874 
until 1878, beginning a remarkable partnership with Herbert in policy making 
for the colonies.
Bramston took a post in Devon and Cornwall, then returned to Queensland, 
re-entered Parliament and became Attorney General from May 1870 to April 
1871. In 1872 he married the niece of the new Governor’s wife and the next 
year they moved to Hong Kong where Bramston was briefly Attorney General 
and an acting Judge. Returning to England, he joined Herbert in the Colonial 
Office in 1876 and outstayed him, serving for twenty-one years.
Both Herbert and Bramston were strong advocates for Australia in the 
Colonial Office. Both received knighthoods and high imperial honours. They 
were friends who lived and/or worked together for more than forty years and 
remained close in old age. Herbert finally retired in 1900 and died in 1905; 
Bramston retired in 1897 surviving Herbert by sixteen years. Herbert never 
married. Were they ever sexual partners or just good friends? Or should we 
call them Romantic Friends, the concept o f same-sex devotion current in the 
eighteenth and nineteenth centuries, but no longer extant?
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Herbert and Bramston illustrate the difficulties in trying to write a gay history 
of colonial Australia. Close same-sex relationships often exist without being 
homoerotic. Homosexuality as a condition which characterises an individual is 
a recent historical creation and we have to be careful not to project present 
concepts back into the past. But we should also not fall into the opposite trap of 
denying possible homosexuality, or of automatically presuming heterosexuality.
Luigi Maria D’Albertis:
The Bird of Paradise Man, 1870s
There is one less ambiguous case, from Queensland in the 1870s, concerning 
a famous aristocratic Italian. Northern Queensland and New Guinea were 
on the edge of the Australian frontier as it expanded north in the 1860s and 
1870s. Explorers, traders and scientists were collecting marine and land 
products and human artefacts. One of the rarest commodities was New 
Guinea bird-of-paradise pelts.
Between 1874 and 1878 the eccentric Italian explorer and bird-of-paradise 
collector Luigi Maria D’Albertis used Somerset and Thursday Island as the 
northern bases for his exploration of the Fly River and coastal New Guinea. 
D’Albertis is one of the best documented homosexual men in colonial 
Queensland. His biographer John Goode is quite certain that D’Albertis had 
many same-sex partners, with perhaps the odd heterosexual fling. Goode 
suggests that one consolation for enduring the harsh conditions of New Guinea 
was freedom to enjoy homosexual relationships.
D’Albertis, in his mid-thirties, was always surrounded by younger, good- 
looking men. His Italian employees were attractive young men and as engineer 
on his boat he employed young, handsome Lawrence Hargraves. Hargraves, 
later famous for his flying machines (and more recently seen on an Australian 
banknote), eventually fell out badly with D’Albertis, expressing a great animosity 
towards him throughout his later life, because the explorer suppressed all mention 
of Hargraves’ role in the exploration of the Fly River in New Guinea. But 
Hargraves’ diaries give no inkling as to the homosexual relationships which he 
must have seen at close quarters on the voyages. One is left to wonder if his 
only role was that of an engineer?38
D’Albertis’ journal and books mention little about his male servants or his 
companions, but he invariably travelled with at least one attractive young dark- 
skinned man, usually aged about twenty. In 1874 he arrived at Somerset with 
two Singhalese (Sri Lankan) servants, Arnold and John. Rather than accept 
the Magistrate Henry Chester’s invitation to live in his house, D’Albertis chose 
to camp in the unfurnished police ‘lock up’ with his servants. Chester was 
quite perplexed:
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I invited him to stay with me but he preferred to live in discomfort rather than 
submit to the restraint imposed by the presence o f a lady.39
John seems to have been the favourite. Rather theatrical and of mercuric 
temper, the Italian was famous for his trenchant criticism of his companions 
and employees, but John could do no wrong. On his 1876-77 expedition to New 
Guinea he was accompanied by John’s replacement, twenty-year-old Tommy 
Xavier from New Caledonia, who occupied a similar place in his affections.
The most conclusive evidence of D’Albertis’ sexual preferences comes 
from Chester, who was heartily sick of the volatile explorer. Early one morning 
D’Albertis woke Chester and reported that he had been robbed. The Magistrate 
reported the incident to the Italian Consul-General in Melbourne:
One morning in January last, about 2 a.m., I was awoke [s/c.] by Mr D ’Albertis 
who informed me that he had been robbed. I advised him to take a constable to 
the spot and endeavour to find the thief. The Coxswain o f the Water Police 
accompanied Mr D ’Albertis to Mr Brown’s men’s quarters and questioned the 
people he found there. Not finding the money, he went to another hut and on the 
Coxswain asking if anyone had seen a pair of trowsers [s/c.] on the beach, one of  
the men, a West Indian Black, at once replied, ‘Yes I picked up a pair of trowsers 
on the beach and found twenty sovereigns in them. Here they are!’ and handed 
them to the Coxswain. The latter asked Mr D’Albertis if he wished to give the 
man in charge. He replied, ‘No, I am quite satisfied to get my money back. ’ If Mr 
D’Albertis wished to prosecute, he could have laid an information, but he let the 
matter drop.’40
Chester went on to make a veiled but very significant comment:
Mr D’Albertis is best able to explain how it happened that his trowsers were 
lying on the beach at that hour in the morning with money in their pockets.41
The inference was clear. D’Albertis had been indulging in some activity which 
had necessitated him paying money and removing his trousers on a beach at 
2.00 a.m., during which time he was robbed.
Luigi D’Albertis was wealthy and important enough to do as he pleased on 
the far reaches of the Queensland frontier. He is remembered for his passion for 
beautiful birds and their feathers, but equally he should be recorded as a man who 
loved men, just as it would appear another aristocrat did a generation later.
‘A Gay Young Bachelor Fond of Dancing’:
George Seymour, Earl of Yarmouth, 1890s
A young English aristocrat, George Francis Alexander Seymour, Earl of 
Yarmouth, lived at Mackay in the 1890s and later returning to England to become
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the 7th Marquess of Hertford. After a spell in a Warwickshire regiment and the 
Black Watch, the twenty-four-year-old Earl arrived at Mackay in 1895, perhaps 
coincidentally the same year that Oscar Wilde was jailed and humiliated. Lord 
Yarmouth, heir to almost 11,000 acres of estates in England, later wrote a 
deprecatory reminiscence about the Mackay district for the London Leader. 
He told British readers that his arrival:
... had been waited for with a certain flattering amount of interest because I think 
the prevalent idea was that I would wear velvet robes and a gold crown, or 
something of the sort.
Actually Mackay society was not impressed, despite Seymour’s senior rank. 
Queensland’s premier sugar cane-growing district already had as residents a 
baronet, sons of an earl and a marquess, and many scions of aristocratic families. 
The district’s plantation owners were not easily overawed by young Seymour, 
and there is more than a hint that they disapproved of his behaviour.
On first arriving he stayed with John Davidson, the leading sugar planter in 
the district, and fancied the lifestyle for himself. He bought a farm a few miles 
out of town and tried growing sugar cane but found it did not pay on a small 
scale. Next, he turned his hand to mixed farming, producing sugar cane, poultry, 
goats, cows and dogs. Some of his customers were Kanakas, Pacific Island 
labourers working in the district, who bought his chickens. He boasted of tricking 
them into thinking gold sovereigns were less valuable than the larger silver half 
crowns. This may also explain why he also boasted of sleeping with a revolver 
under his pillow!
Neither was Seymour always an honest employer. In 1896 a Japanese 
labourer sued him for wages; which Seymour hurriedly paid by cheque, but the 
case was still awarded against him.
In 1902, after his departure, the local paper was rude enough to his lordship 
to suggest that the people of Mackay were ‘more interested in his departure’ 
than his arrival. In a fairly blatant put down of his unmasculine behaviour the 
paper noted his love of dressing up, most successfully as ‘a skirt dancer’. The 
reason for their animosity became clearer in the mid-1970s when I interviewed 
Eva Black, an elderly Mackay resident who had moved in Yarmouth’s social 
circle as a girl and remembered dancing with him. She said he had been sent to 
the colony ‘for the good of his health and his country’ and was a fine looking 
dark-haired man, ‘a gay young bachelor fond of fancy dancing’. Her spinsterish 
nonagenarian (and rather innocent) memory was of him performing dances in a 
sequined outfit with butterfly wings, in front of the limelight, and that he was 
noted for having male-only parties on his isolated property.
In 1975 correspondence, the present Marquess denied all knowledge that 
his uncle ever lived in Australia, though there can be no doubt that he did.
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George Seymour seems to have returned to England for Queen Victoria’s jubilee 
celebrations then set out for America. In 1903 he married, in Pittsburgh, but 
the childless marriage was annulled five years later. Failure continued to dog 
him and he filed for bankruptcy in 1910.
George Seymour inherited the family estates and titles in 1912 but never 
lived in Ragley Hall, the historic eighteenth century family seat in Warwickshire, 
preferring the high life in London. When he died childless in 1940, his titles 
passed to his young nephew. One rather suspects that the 7th Marquess would 
have especially admired his family crest: a phoenix arising through flames from 
a Ducal coronet, supported by two Blackmores, wreathed about the temples 
and wearing short golden garments hung with green and red feathers. He 
probably would have felt quite at home in a 1990s Sydney Gay and Lesbian 
Mardi Gras procession, his sequins a-sparkle.42
Herbert, Bramston, D ’Albertis and Seymour were not run-of-the-mill men. 
They were bom to money, education and power, expecting to able to behave 
much as they pleased in frontier society. Most other colonists were not as 
privileged, but nevertheless many seem also to have shown similar preferences 
for male company. In colonial society males predominated numerically and 
behaved almost unthinkingly as if they were bom to dominate society and politics. 
Women came a poor second. And, all non-Caucasian peoples they encountered, 
males and females, were seen as racially inferior. It is this group who form the 
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Chapter Three
Race and Sexuality: 
Relationships with the Other
One emerging theme in 1990s writing on homosexuality is the need to 
comprehend different cultural discourses on ‘deviant’ sexuality. A white 
monoracial, monocultural hegemony was established during Australia’s colonial 
years, continuing unabated until the middle of the twentieth century. Then in 
recent decades multiculturalism, invoking tolerance of multiple ethnicities, has 
been just as firmly woven into the fabric of Australian society. With this must 
come realisation that the patterns of heterosexuality and homosexuality we 
often accept as normal have evolved out of a north European context and do 
not even extend to Mediterranean peoples, let alone indigenous Australians or 
those from Asia. Homosexuality is not only an issue that involves gender, class 
and psyche. It also has much to do with ways of behaving that may seem 
perfectly normal to non-Caucasians, and to racial, ethnic and sexual categories 
that have been ascribed to indigenous Australians, Asians and Pacific Islanders 
by white Australians of predominantly British stock, to position them within the 
dominant hegemony. While research increasingly acknowledges that 
homosexuality has always existed in Asia and the Pacific, although not 
necessarily in the form of western gay and lesbian lifestyles, this knowledge is 
seldom evident in modem studies of theory, or the history of sexuality and gender.
Queensland’s colonial society was dominated by British immigrants, and 
those of the same stock born in the southern colonies. But there was also the 
significant ‘Other’: the indigenous peoples and bonded immigrants of non- 
European origins. They were quite significant numerically, regarded as racially 
inferior by the dominant Caucasian groups, and had quite different concepts of 
sexuality and gender originating from their home societies. They continued to 
form homosexual relationships on their own terms, mainly with partners from 
their own home-societies. There is also a surprising degree of interracial 
homosexuality in a colonial society famed for racially discriminatory legislation 
in second half of the nineteenth century and for framing the White Australia 
Policy in 1901.
Aboriginal Men in Colonial Queensland
When Queensland was separated from New South Wales in 1859 there were 
around 60,000 Aborigines and Torres Strait Islanders in the colony, which is 
probably only half of the pre-European contact number. Tens of thousands had
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died of introduced diseases, such as the smallpox epidemic which spread through 
what is now Queensland in the late 1820s, and from the general onslaught of 
European invasion. The ravages of the infamous Native Police exacerbated 
the situation in the second half of the century. Relationships between Murri 
(Aboriginal) men and male settlers are usually seen in this negative light, and 
seldom as sexual.
Many accounts of Australian Aborigines presume that they were totally 
heterosexual, but reassessment of early accounts indicates that their sexuality 
probably had more in common with their Melanesian neighbours in Torres Strait 
and New Guinea, where kinship and ideas linking male maturity and semen 
made homosexual activity at least a phase in the lives of most men. There is no 
evidence in Aboriginal society that male or female homosexuality was regarded 
as obscene or an offence, and homosexual practices were incorporated into the 
rituals of some groups.
For instance, Western Australian Nungays practised sub-incision intercourse: 
a boy who was not yet sub-incised placed his erect penis into the incision gap in 
the penis of an older man, held both penises and manipulated them until 
ejaculation. Recent research suggests that boy-wives may have been quite 
common in areas where sub-incision was practised, and perhaps more widely. 
There is also evidence of masturbation and anal intercourse.1 There was usually 
an age difference in relationships, which were based on kinship categories and 
seem often not to have lasted after initiation.
Evidence of sexual relationships between Aboriginal women is even rarer, 
but there is some evidence of mutual masturbation between cross-cousins. 
Evelyn Blackwood suggests that ‘The lesbian relationships of Australian women 
were an acknowledged part of their sexual behaviour and were included in 
ritual activities’.2
Aboriginal sexuality was complex and varied from place to place, but certainly 
included homosexual practices. Yet while there are many gay and lesbian 
Murri s today, we seldom find evidence of Queensland Murri homosexual acts 
from last century. But there is one unusual account from Gladstone in 1855, 
uncovered by Libby Connors.
In 1855, the coastal steamer William Mishin was moored in Gladstone 
harbour preparing to sail down to Wide Bay, Bundaberg. It was a hot February 
night, about ten o’clock. Passengers resting on the deck were awakened by 
the activities of two Murri men and a white male passenger. A witness testified 
that he saw the passenger, James Sullivan:
lying on his back when I saw a Black take the prisoner’s penis and put [it] into 
his mouth. I heard the prisoner say ‘Budgery thats plenty blankets and white 
money when get to Wide Bay’. I saw the penis in the hand of this black afterwards 
as well as with the other black afterwards.
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One witness claimed to have seen ‘a black sitting on his private parts[;] the 
prisoner seemed to be committing sodomy... from the motion of his body’. A 
third passenger gave evidence that he had seen acts of oral and anal sex take 
place between Sullivan and the Murri men, and that he and other passengers 
had heard Sullivan promise blankets and money.
Passengers reported the incident and the chief officer had Sullivan confined 
in the hold. Later the captain ordered him released and handed over to 
Gladstone’s Chief Constable, but from the subsequent evidence it appears that 
the authorities would have preferred that the matter had been dealt with 
informally. The Murri men disappeared into the bush and no attempt was made 
to chase them. Without them there was no chance of a conviction for sodomy 
and Sullivan was eventually released.
There is not enough evidence to know why Sullivan took his pleasures so 
publicly, but certainly the passengers on the William Mishin got more 
entertainment than they expected while the ship was in Gladstone. It is well 
known that Murri women were often the sexual partners of white men, but the 
Gladstone incident provides an indication that we should reassess our views on 
relationships between male colonists and Murri men.3
‘Me Got Like Long You’:
Melanesians in Colonial Queensland
Melanesian indentured labourers were amongst the immigrants who came to 
Queensland last century. Some of these labourers came from societies where 
homosexual initiations were integral to becoming a man, or at least homosexual 
acts were countenanced in male society.4 They were in their late teens and 
early twenties, in the prime of life. In Queensland, they lived in almost totally 
male communities. Yet, despite the enormous amount of research into 
Queensland’s Melanesian labour trade, no previous evidence of homosexual 
activity, duplicating the pattern of homosexual relationships reported amongst 
plantation workers in similar situations in the islands, has been uncovered.
Approximately 50,000 overwhelmingly male Pacific Islanders entered 
Queensland on indenture contracts between 1863 and 1904, to work initially in 
pastoral, maritime and agricultural industries, restricted after the 1880s to the 
sugar industry along the coast. At any one time from the 1870s to the 1900s 
there were around 10,000 Islanders working in the colony. Although it is clear 
that the Islander males often were without female company and formed close 
male-to-male friendships, living together for years, this is not evidence of 
homosexual behaviour. However, in the Court records from Ayr late last century 
there is an indication that on occasions the relationships were sexual.
On Solomon Islands plantations in the 1920s it was reported that homosexual 
relations ‘were practically universal’, and it was common for ‘old hands’
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(experienced workers) to assess ‘new chums’ (new workers) as they came 
off the ships. The older men would pair off with the new younger workers, 
giving compensatory gifts to their kinsmen, rewarding their new paramours 
with gifts as well. These relationships were temporary and peculiar to the all­
male plantation institutions.5 The evidence presented below suggests that similar 
patterns of behaviour occurred in Queensland, ‘old hands’ choosing ‘new chums’ 
(who were not always willing) as their lovers. Take for example the 1899 
cases concerning Allie Vue from Malaita in the Solomon Islands. His first 
period of employment was on a plantation on the Johnston River, but more 
recently he had been working on Airdmillan Plantation in the Burdekin. Allie 
Vue was charged with sodomy of Barow Poo and Ling Allen Boo. He admitted 
having sex with Barow:
‘Me sleep long him’, pointing to Barow. ‘Me dream and think him woman and 
cock belong me slip in. Me want to tell him me sleep dream but boy he no wait, 
he run away.’
Barow, Allie Vue’s bed partner of several weeks was probably not as horrified 
as he made out to the police:
He hold him cock belong him and want to push him strong fellow long arse 
belong me. He push him inside arse. It hurt me very much and close up break 
him arse belong me.
But Allie Vue denied any relationship with Ling Allen Boo:
Me no do it along other boy, he gammon.6
Allie Vue was found not guilty, but George Isap, of nearby Kalamia plantation, 
was not so lucky. In the same year Isap was found guilty of sodomy and 
sentenced to twelve month’s jail with hard labour at Stewart’s Creek Prison, 
Townsville.
Isap had asked Seinby, of Airdmillan plantation, to have sex with him. His 
reasoning was ‘me can’t get Mary me must get someone’. Seinby refused, but 
as they had already engaged in anal sex about six times previously at Kalamia 
and another plantation, Isap was not taking no for an answer. He held Seinby 
down and fucked him again. Isap in evidence reported that, T been fuck him 
arse belong him plenty’. Isap had also had anal sex with another Islander on 
New Year’s Eve, threatening to kill him if he told anyone. Several of the ‘new 
chums’ seem to have been frightened of him and his wicked ways, but when 
questioned Isap was quite open about his nocturnal delights.7
Despite the protests that they were looking for female substitutes, the 
evidence makes clear that some of the ‘old hands’ were sleeping around, choosing
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partners from among the newer Islanders. This pattern duplicates the evidence 
from plantations in the Solomon Islands, which leads us to presume such incidents 
were quite widespread in the masculine Queensland community. Our 
interpretation of Queensland’s ‘Kanaka’ days can now take on a different, 
more homosexual perspective.
‘Hello Mister, Where You Go?’:
Asians in Colonial Queensland
Queensland had a more heterogenous population than the other Australian 
colonies last century. Aside from the declining but always substantial Aboriginal 
and Torres Strait Islander population there were sizeable numbers of Chinese, 
other Asians and Pacific Islanders. In 1871 there were 3,305 Chinese and 
Japanese in the colony, and by 1876, more than 11,253 Chinese alone. Chinese 
activities were focussed on north Queensland in mining areas inland from 
Townsville, Cairns and Cooktown in the 1870s and 1880s, and in urban trading 
and coastal and tableland agriculture onwards from the 1880s. Chinese flocked 
to the northern gold fields; 17,000 were panning on the Palmer River goldfield 
in April 1877, almost all adult males.
Throughout the 1870s and 1880s in any one year there were in excess of 
10,000 Chinese residents of Queensland, almost all males, living concentrated 
together in urban ghettos, mining camps or farming areas. Racist attacks on 
the Chinese invariably berate them for spreading disease, smoking opium, 
gambling, immorality and ‘unnatural vices’. Historically, male homosexuality 
has been an important tradition in China. Often class-structured in courtly 
society, Chinese homosexuality is also egalitarian — sexual relationships among 
male equals were considered acceptable. The thousands of Chinese men in 
Queensland last century would have been more concerned with the relative 
social positions of their sexual partners than with the issue of gender.8 Neither 
were they racially exclusive, as there is evidence of their sexual friendships 
with other races.
Five cases from the Court records involve Chinese men, the first from 
Brisbane in 1877, when Ah Young and Samuel Howlett were charged with 
sodomy, convicted of the attempt and each sentenced to four years in goal. 
The next occurred at Charters Towers in 1891; Hi Lee was charged with 
attempted indecent assault and sodomy but the record shows No True Bill, 
meaning that after committal for trial, but before the trial and the presentation 
of an indictment, the Crown decided to proceed no further, and it so advised the 
accused. There are also cases from Blackall in 1894 and Thargomindah in 
1900, when Ah Low and Tommy Yut Wone received respectively three-years 
gaol for attempted buggery, and eighteen-months hard labour for indecent assault, 
but there are no records of their partners. The only detailed case concerns
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Joseph Kochos, an Amoy-speaking storekeeper of Condamine in 1883 who 
was unwise enough to assault sexually the nine-year-old son of Senior-Constable 
William Warner.9
Chinese were not the only Asians in colonial Queensland. Two to three 
thousand Japanese, men entering the pearling industry by the mid-1880s, and 
females, ten per cent of the Japanese total, staffing brothels and running other 
business ventures in the coastal towns in the 1890s and 1900s. Behind these 
three dominant groups came several hundred Malays, Filipinos, Javanese, 
Singhalese, Indians and Afghans, procured in the 1880s and 1890s to work 
mainly in tropical agriculture. Asian immigrants were almost all male and other 
than the Japanese had little access to female company.
Nine cases concern men identified as Singhalese or who by their names 
would appear to be Malay or Javanese. The most detailed cases in this group 
deal with Singhalese, involving both boys and men. Magistrate John Douglas 
heard sodomy charges against three Asians in Thursday Island in 1889 but No 
True Bill was recorded in each case.10 Mahomet was charged with sodomy in 
Maryborough in 1876 and Bastin Appo similarly charged in Bundaberg in 1886, 
but no further details were recorded.11 Singhalese Harry Partigo had sex with 
a boy in Bundaberg in 1892, and another, James Thomas, seems to have assaulted 
several boys in Charters Towers at the turn of the century, finally sentenced to 
seven years goal in 1900.12
Two cases, from Maryborough in 1885, and St Helena Island in Moreton Bay 
in 1895 are worth describing in detail. Cornelius Pereira was caught in the public 
gardens being sodomised by drunken Alexander Small, a married sailor. They 
had met in a Maryborough street where Small enticed Pereira into the park:
We got drunk. Me say to white man: ‘Me want to sleep on grass tonight’.
White man held my hand and say ‘j ijj i j ijj i ’. I know what that meant.13
And at St Helena Prison Peter Crown was discovered in the lime house fucking 
another prisoner, Patrick Hogan, who had been sent to get a bucket of sand for 
the blacksmith’s shop but was lured into the lime house by the wiles of Crown. 
A warder crept up and discovered Hogan lying face down on two boxes, his 
shirt raised to his shoulders and his trousers around his knees, Crown astride 
him. Hogan cried out ‘We are caught this time’, and Crown pleaded ‘Don’t put 
this charge against us for we will get flogged’. His plea was to no avail : Crown 
had five years added to his sentence; Hogan, the passive partner, served another 
three years in prison.14
Colonial Australians often accused Asians of having ‘unnatural vices’. The 
interesting point is that they were probably correct, and what is more, Australian 
males of Caucasian origin often seem to have shared the same ‘vices’ themselves.
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The Papuan and the Blond Chauffeur 
Brisbane, 1926
In 1926 Australian Papua, now incorporated into Papua New Guinea, was a 
backwater of empire, ruled by Administrator Sir Hubert Murray. It was 
Australian territory but because of the White Australia Policy Papuans were 
seldom allowed to enter Australia. Occasionally, with Murray’s permission, they 
could accompany colonists as servants when they went south on holidays. One 
such servant was in Brisbane in 1926. No one seemed sure if the Papuan was 
male or female, but he/she was certainly sleeping with a blond male chauffeur.
Papuans were seen as an inferior race in need of benevolent protection, like 
children who could be guided by education and protection. But no amount of 
Christianity, education, use of the English language or work could make any 
Papuan an equal in the eyes of the New Guinea colonists or Australians. 
Regulations introduced in 1908 forbad Papuans from playing cards or gambling 
in any way. Clothes were seen as a marker of ‘civilisation’ and of European 
distinction. Papuan adults were forced to wear loin cloths when in town, but to 
dress like Europeans was forbidden by law. Native Regulations passed in 1922 
stated that Papuans were not allowed to wear clothes on the upper part of the 
body, supposedly as a health measure, but really to keep them from emulating 
their colonial masters. A very few male colonists entered into interracial 
marriages (51 cases 1896-1924 and none 1924-1940), and some male cohabitation 
with Papuan women occurred but was frowned upon. Because of hysteria 
after several sexual assaults on white women, in January 1926 Murray passed 
the White Women’s Protection Ordinance, which allowed sentences of death, 
and hard labour for life, with or without whipping, for rape or attempted rape of 
white women. The extraordinary Ordinance is unique in Australian criminal 
law in differentiating the race of the victim, and in specifying no alternative to 
the death penalty. This then was the social climate in which our anonymous 
non-gender-specific Papuan arrived in Brisbane.
The Brisbane Truth reported that in May 1926 a tall Papuan, ‘lightly and 
airily swathed in white linen, bare-legged, barefooted, and bareheaded, except 
for his barbaric bob of frizzy hair’ was often seen in upper George and Margaret 
Streets. ‘Slenderly built, with curves suggestive of graceful femineity rather 
than of savage masculinity, he was an object of special interest to all beholders’. 
He appeared in the company of a fair-haired well-built young blond man wearing 
a well-cut back overcoat and a motorist’s cap. They were both staying in 
Devon House, a boarding house in George Street.
Other guests asked curious questions, to be told the blond was a rubber 
planter and the Papuan was his manservant. Their stickybeaking continued, 
and outrage followed when it was discovered that the two shared one room and 
one bed. Then the other guests decided that they were being tricked: the
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graceful Papuan must be a women, not a man. As one retorted, ‘Fancy that 
fellow bringing a New Guinea gin down here!’ But by the time the shocking 
discovery was announced our two travellers had departed: the blond for the 
south and the Papuan back to Port Moresby. The gossip continued. ‘He’s a 
rich rubber-planter, and she’s his gin. Bet you what you like he’s taken a house 
somewhere, and she’s with him.’
The real story eventually emerged. The blond was the chauffeur of Thomas 
Sefton, manager of Koitaki Rubber Plantation at Sogeri in the mountains behind 
Port Moresby, who had been staying for several days in the Belle Vue Hotel 
with his wife and family. The chauffeur had been employed to drive Sefton’s 
new automobile up from Sydney and see to its shipping to Port Moresby. He 
stayed in Brisbane a few days and there met the Sefton’s male Papuan servant. 
The chauffeur had taken on his employer’s persona to impress the other guests 
in the boarding house, but why did he take on his servant as well? His 
explanation was that he was doing a kindness to the Papuan in keeping him 
warm and providing a bed for him. The newspaper, rather naively (or was it 
tongue-in-cheek?) concluded that:
Taking pity on the Islander’s loneliness, he had allowed him a footing in his own 
temporary quarters, and in sympathy for his shivers, had allowed him to snuggle 
into his bed when it was not in occupation by himself.
The Truth's object was to prove the Papuan was male not female, overturning 
the whispered scandal. The chauffeur had treated ‘the Papuan, not as a lady 
and lady-love, as stickbeakishness had decided, but as a man and a brother.’ 
Strangely, the newspaper never drew the obvious conclusion, quite 
inescapable to anyone familiar with Papua and its males (let alone good-looking 
blond chauffeurs). Sefton would have provided quite adequate accommodation 
for his servant, and have made sure he was warm in Brisbane’s chilly May 
weather. The chauffeur and the graceful Papuan crossed the racial boundaries 
and obviously had a short affair. Such occurrences were usual in Papua then, 
and certainly still are now. Australians who knew Papua New Guinea well in 
past decades delight in telling extraordinary tales of their sexual adventures 
with very available youths and men.
Like so much behaviour behind closed bedroom doors, we will never be 
sure of the truth, except that the two men shared a room and bed. Once more 
we see how difficult it is to decipher male-to-male sexuality in past history.15
As pointed out in the Introduction, one of Queensland’s characteristics is 
the extent of it’s indigenous and non-Caucasian immigrant population last century. 
Aboriginal workers were the backbone of the pastoral industry, and in some of 
the sugar districts in 1870s and 1880s, taken together, Aborigines, Melanesians 
and Asians outnumbered the Caucasian settlers. Their concepts of sexuality
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and gender were as dominant as those o f the mainstream British society. Their 
interaction with British settlers is usually viewed only in terms of the labour 
they supplied, or in the case in Aborigines the violence which occurred in 
dislodging them from their tribal lands. While there is some knowledge of 
sexual relations and partnerships between Aboriginal, Asian and Melanesian 
women and white males, usually described as prostitution or lamented in terms 
of miscegenation, we know very little o f interracial male-to-male relationships. 
The scraps o f information which survives have a bearing on the formation of 
Australian colonial society and the adoption of discriminatory legislation which 
led to the White Australia Policy.
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Chapter Four
Masculinity and the Beginnings 
o f a Subculture
Two historians, Russell Ward in Australia and Miles Fairbum in New Zealand, 
have provided useful analysis of the development of colonial male identity, but 
neither deal adequately with homosexuality. In the 1950s Ward codified the 
‘Australian legend’, which was created in the 1880s and 1890s by mainly urban- 
based writers in a quest to develop a national identity. The legend centered on 
the bush and involved itinerant single men moving from colony to colony, rather 
than stable settler families. These stereotype Australian males were practical, 
egalitarian and anti-authoritarian, perfected mateship and were racist. While 
they spent almost all of their time in male company, they supposedly sublimated 
their homosexuality.1
Colonial society in Australasia was never an identical regrowth of that at 
home in the British Isles. Miles Fairbum’s concept of colonial New Zealand as 
an atomised society can usefully be applied to Australia. Fairbum suggests that 
the typical colonist was a socially independent individual. Some migrants were 
attached to small family units but many, particularly males, migrated singly or 
with small groups of friends. Life in the colonies freed migrants from their 
extended families and allowed development of autonomous and anonymous 
personal lives unfettered by traditional restraints. Rather than just recreating 
British society in the antipodes, atomisation brought changing circumstances, 
exacerbating loneliness, drinking and violence. Further, says Fairburn, 
atomisation retarded collective protest and group disorder, enabling the 
development of a strong guiding colonial state. By the turn of the century the 
state had become both coercive and supporting, shaping social norms through 
education and Christianity, creating a liberal franchise, with laws controlling 
sexuality and morality. The state was also beginning to offer social services, 
once mainly the province of the family. Much of Fairbum’s thesis fits Australia 
although the earlier growth of trade unions and the labour movement in Australia, 
by one or two decades, indicates a substantial regional difference.2 But like 
Ward, Fairbum does not attempt to deal with male homosexuality.
The argument pursued here is that manhood is a contested category, quite 
fluid and different in various circumstances, and that like femininity it is a relational 
construct incomprehensible except within the totality of gender relations.3 
Queensland’s pastoral and mining frontiers were expanding throughout the whole 
colonial period, and the colony had extreme imbalances in its male/female ratio, 
and a more racially heterogenous population than the other Australasian colonies.
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Colonial Queensland was different in its vast size and the lateness of its 
colonisation, yet its south was also part of Australia’s populated southeast comer 
and much of its early development was really a flow-on of Victorian and New 
South Wales colonisation.
Queensland is large, two and a half times as big as Texas. The position of 
Brisbane, the capital city, close to the southern border with New South Wales, 
meant that the far north and west of the huge colony developed fairly 
autonomously from the south. The closer settlement pattem along Queensland’s 
long east coast is also peculiar to the colony. No where else in Australia did a 
regular chain of medium size port towns develop, several of which became the 
terminals for road and rail systems to the west. Queensland is both an exemplar 
of British settlement in southeast Australia, and unique as a late flowering of 
British settler society in the only area of Australia with a dense indigenous 
population consisting of two groups, mainland Aborigines and the Torres Strait 
Islanders. Queensland also had quite extreme class, race and gender divisions 
which make it an interesting study. As explained in the Introduction, Queensland 
has characteristics which make it typically Australian, although in other ways it 
is a quite unique multiracial community congregated in urban coastal settlements 
in a tropical and semitropical environment.4
Colonial Demographics
Moreton Bay settlement, now Brisbane and environs, housed a convict colony 
for secondary offenders from 1824 until 1842.5 What was once the Northern 
Districts of New South Wales became the new colony of Queensland in 1859, 
with Brisbane as its capital. Queensland’s colonial economy was based on 
pastoralism, sugar, and mining. These industries remained the basis of 
Queensland’s economic strength in the twentieth century, with diversification in 
the type of product, and more recent additions of light industry and tourism.
In the 1850s and 1860s the lands west of the coastal dividing range were 
being explored and stocked with large herds of sheep and cattle. Cotton, briefly, 
and then sugar cane became the coastal monoculture, initially around Brisbane 
in the 1860s, spreading with settlement up the coast 2,100 kilometres in a 
discontinuous strip from northern New South Wales to Mossman in the far 
north. Plantations employing large numbers of young Pacific Islander males 
dominated the sugar industry in its first two decades, but these gradually gave 
way to mainly British yeoman-style small farms supplying central mills. Gold 
discoveries in the late 1850s and 1860s gave the Queensland economy a similar 
boost to that provided to New South Wales and Victoria by the gold rushes 
there in the 1850s. Discoveries of coal, copper, silver and tin widened the 
mining base, which drew European and Chinese miners into the north of the 
colony to the end of the century.
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In 1859 there were 23,520 mainly British settlers and around 60,000 
Aborigines and Torres Strait Islanders (about half the pre-contact figure).6 
Queensland’s immigrant population increased rapidly, to 30,059 in 1861, doubling 
again by the mid-1860s, continuing this pattern of rapid growth each decade for 
the rest of the century. By 1901 there were half a million settlers of European, 
Asian and Melanesian origin, and around 27,000 Aborigines and Torres Strait 
Islanders. The proportion of males in the population varied over time and 
regionally, always much higher in the central, western and northern areas than 
in the southeast, with more extreme numbers of males in the population away 
from urban areas along the coast.













Queensland was predominantly a male preserve, early authority and initiative 
often resting with males in their twenties and thirties. Only in the large towns 
was there anything like an equal balance of males and females, elderly colonists 
usually only found in urban centres. Brisbane (8,805 people in 1861, increasing 
quickly to 27,315 in 1868), plus Ipswich, and Toowoomba each with a population 
of several thousand, all had an equal balance between males and females.8 
Only the capital city expanded rapidly: mass migration into the colony in the 
1880s increased Brisbane’s population to 100,000 by 1891, further extending 
the city. A tram and rail system was laid between 1882 and 1890 enabling 
quick access between the inner city and far-flung suburbs. Depression in the 
1890s and 1900s restricted further urban expansion, Brisbane remaining stable 
at around 100,000 residents.
Queensland’s immigrants came direct from Europe and as part of a flow-on 
of settlement from New South Wales and Victoria. In rural areas males 
predominated. The concentration on rural pursuits through pastoralism, 
agriculture and mining meant that males predominated in the workforce well 
into the twentieth century.9 There was little employment for women on pastoral 
stations and almost no place at all for women in rough mining communities, 
except as prostitutes. In urban areas women usually only gained paid 
employment as domestic servants and shop assistants.
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Before separation from New South Wales, European women of any class 
were a scarce commodity. In 1846 females of all ages made up only 23 per 
cent o f the total population in the pastoral districts. On the Darling Downs 
women made up 16 per cent of the population and there were only eleven 
unmarried women compared with 484 unmarried males10. These lopsided male/ 
female ratios continued throughout the nineteenth century, improving slowly in 
each decade. Immigrants on the pastoral frontier of the mid-1860s were 80 to 
90 per cent male and mainly young adults. Mining communities were also 
springing up, overwhelmingly populated by young males, and lacking law and 
order. The most extreme was the Palmer River gold field which in 1877 consisted 
of 17,000 single Chinese males and a few thousand males of European origin.11 
These rural male communities were also relatively youthful compared with 
those of the other colonies. ‘Overlanders’ rode through the bush looking for 
work, shepherds and shearers walked the tracks between settlements and 
pastoral stations, part of perennial circuits of itinerant male movement. Individual 
teenage youths were also part of this movement, quite young boys travelling 
with older siblings or friends. Each year men and youths travelled on the 
shearing circuit which began in Queensland, where the high season was in 
midwinter, then moved south to Victoria by Melbourne Cup time in November, 
across the Tasman and down to the south island of New Zealand by February, 
whence they returned again to Queensland.12
Queensland in 1881 still had the largest proportion of males in their twenties 
of any Australian colony. By 1891 Queensland’s males were still younger but 
not markedly so, and by 1901 they conformed to the Australian average. The 
dominant presence of twenty-to-thirty-year-olds, with a corresponding lack of 
teenagers in earlier decades indicates that there were limited numbers of settled 
family units and many single, often itinerant, males living in the colony.13
Men who married were likely to choose Australian-born women considerably 
younger than themselves. Very few settler women remained unmarried in 
colonial Queensland — less than 3 per cent — and most of these lived in urban 
areas. Due to the seasonal nature of some work many married men in frontier 
environments and those in more settled rural areas could expect to be apart 
from their wives for considerable periods of any year. These travellers, added 
to the numbers who never married (around 25-30 per cent), meant that for 
many males the first ten to twenty years of adult life were spent primarily in 
male company.14
Four case studies are presented in the remainder of this chapter. The first 
relates to swaggies — those legendry itinerant bushmen. The second deals 
with the place of youth sexuality in the wider scheme of things. The third 
examines the nature of male employment and accommodation. The fourth 
draws conclusions about expressions of public sexuality — the first clear signs 
that public space was being claimed as territory within a distinct subculture.
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Camping by a Billabong?:
Swaggies and Sex
The figure of the swaggie, the lone itinerant Australian male walking through 
the bush carrying his few possessions, is part of our folklore. It is a masculine 
image, part of the Australian legend of bush mateship. We seldom think about 
the sex-lives of swaggies, nor that they were almost constantly in male company, 
or that they might be able to be claimed as ancestral to today’s gay Australian 
males. There was an element of danger in travelling alone, and it appears that 
homosexual advances were not unknown in this travelling community. Certainly 
one very famous Australian swaggie, Billy Hughes, Australia’s Prime Minister 
1915-1923 and a member of Federal parliament for fifty-seven years, had this 
experience. As a young man Hughes carried his swag around Queensland in 
the mid-1880s. Hughes was small in stature and quite prudish, according to one 
of his biographers seldom discussing sexual matters. Yet in his old age he 
admitted that ‘one of his greatest worries when camping alone in the bush was 
that he would be subjected to a homosexual attack by another wayfarer’.15
It was quite usual for men like Hughes to walk long distances alone or in 
pairs, and bed down together in isolated rough bush shelters. Single men and 
youths travelling alone must often have met men in isolated circumstances who 
made sexual advances to them. Not all would have been rejected.
Edward Buckett was living at Gayndah inland from Maryborough in 1863, 
sharing a house with two brothers, George and William Ward. By 1866 they 
had all moved to Banana west of Biloela, when George laid a charge against 
Buckett, on the behalf of his young brother. Buckett was observed by two 
youths committing sodomy on eleven-year-old William up against a tree in a 
paddock. The evidence suggests that this was not an isolated incident. Buckett 
had travelled with his young companion to Jack Smith’s property at Miñosa 
Creek, to Kyanga pastoral station and back to Banana. On the road they slept 
together under temporary bow shelters, sharing a blanket. William estimated 
that sexual acts had taken place about ten times during their travels, and there 
is also an indication in the evidence that Buckett paid William for his pleasures.16
The 1890s was a period of depression in Australia with a high rate of 
unemployment. Men and youths ‘humped bluey’, (carried their swags) as 
itinerant workers and fortune seekers, the swaggies o f‘Waltzing Matilda’ fame. 
They were always on the tracks linking settlements, sleeping rough along the 
way, begging temporary shelter in towns, bunking down in huts on pastoral 
properties and new agricultural selections. Itinerant labourers often camped of 
the edges of towns.
In July 1895 two swaggies, Bernard Lappin, a labourer, and Otto Gaebel, a 
pastry cook by trade, decided to camp near the Bundaberg showgrounds. James 
Gibb, trained as a blacksmith but now a swaggie, was already in residence and
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invited the new comers to share his tent. They accepted with thanks on what 
would have been a cold night and all shared the one bunk made from saplings. 
Early in the morning Lappin woke to find his trousers unbuttoned and Gibb’s 
‘penis in between my thighs’. He objected, but Gibb held him fast. Then 
Lappin noticed that his friend was missing and asked his whereabouts, to be 
told: T kicked him out last night. The dirty bugger was trying to get into me.’
Gaebel’s story was rather different. He too had been woken by Gibb some 
hours earlier, busy inserting his penis between Gaebel’s legs. Gaebel turned to 
Gibb and said ‘Nothing like that.’ Gibb then cried out ‘Get the hell out of this 
bloody camp’, and Gaebel spent several chilly hours outside until Lappin awoke, 
surprised to find Gibb’s penis now nestled between his thighs. Exactly who 
attempted to have sex with whom is not clear, but certainly mateship and 
homosexuality were intertwined that cold July night in Bundaberg.17
Evidence from North America in the 1930s suggests that hobos, the USA 
version of swaggies, often travelled as homosexual couples. The hobo culture 
was the site of fairly rampant male homosexuality, with many intergenerational 
and interracial relationships.18 Given the many thousands of swaggies roaming 
around rural areas of Australia in the nineteenth century and early in the twentieth 
century, one could be tempted to conclude that many really were ‘humping 
Bluey’, their best mate, not their swag.
‘He Tried To Make My Nature Flow’:
Boys and Sex in Colonial Queensland
Statistics show that paedophilia predominantly involves adult males and underage 
females, often members of the same family. Only a minority of paedophilia cases 
involve male-to-male sex, however these cases seem to be remembered most and 
certainly in the 1990s hysteria about paedophilia was usually aimed at male paedophilia.
In Queensland before Chief Justice Sir Samuel Griffith’s revisions of the 
criminal law late in the 1890s there were no clearly defined sentences for 
sexual assault or sodomy of a boy. Girls were better protected by legislation, 
with sentences graded depending on age. The boys mentioned in the nineteenth 
century Court cases are mainly aged between thirteen and sixteen, though 
one was as young as six. The lightest sentence recorded against an adult 
male convicted for having sexual relations with underage youths was ten 
months hard labour for the North Eton Central Mill secretary in 1895, arising 
from four cases of indecent assault of teenage boys he lured into his office. 
The heaviest sentence was twenty years, given in 1875.19 All of the other 
sentences in cases concerning underage boys and youths were imprisonment 
for between five and seven years.
In the case of sodomy brought against John Fitzgerald on Callandoon 
Pastoral Station near Goondiwindi in 1875, the Magistrate appended a note to
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the Attorney General indicating that he had no doubt that the boy was a 
consenting party. This did not stop Fitzgerald from receiving the longest 
sentence on record, because the boy was less than fourteen. ‘Fitz’ had been 
working as a ‘striker’ with the boy’s father in the blacksmith shop for almost 
two months. One Saturday night in January George Harris sent his son to 
Fitzgerald’s hut in the single mens’ quarters to borrow a candle. The evidence 
is a little contradictory as Robert Harris was obviously lying about the timing, 
but he seems to have made two trips to visit Fitzgerald that night, returning 
voluntarily to take part in the sexual act.
According to the boy’s evidence Fitzgerald grabbed him, threw him face 
down onto the bed in his hut and undid both their trousers.
I felt his prick in my backside for about an hour, moving up and down; his prick 
was in my backside all the time; I felt wet matter in me while the prisoner was on 
top of me.
Another employee called in at Fitzgerald’s hut on his way to his own. He was 
expecting to ‘see something going on between the prisoner and the boy’. Why 
he expected this, we are not told, but one could conjecture that Fitzgerald or the 
boy had been involved in similar acts before. He tiptoed up to the darkened hut, 
lit a match and sighted Fitzgerald’s erect penis ‘standing up and pointing in the 
direction of the boy’s [bare] backside’, apparently hastily disengaged.20
Based on research in American society and working class Britain in the 
nineteenth century, historians have suggested that sex with adolescent boys 
remained a reasonably normal erotic outlet for men, prolonging patterns which 
had begun to decline a century earlier when an established gender role emerged 
for effeminate passive adult males. The concept of a ‘teenager’ is relatively 
recent: last century and early in the twentieth century as soon as they were 
strong enough, youths worked as hard as adults. We know that single men and 
boys often travelled or lived together in colonial Queensland. Photographic and 
documentary evidence suggests that boys often worked alongside parties of men, 
at wool sheds, or with drays travelling on the tracks between towns. There is 
ample evidence of sexual maturity in young teenagers and of some of them 
consenting to homosexual activity. How widely this occurred is not possible to 
say but the evidence points to the very real sexuality and sex lives of the young.
Today our society frowns on adults having sexual relations with underage 
partners, but in the very male dominated world of nineteenth century Queensland 
it seems that these relationships did exist and were often condoned.
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Brisbane’s Boarding Houses:
Men in Shared Accommodation
Drawing on Queensland information, and through comparisons with what we 
know of Sydney and overseas cities, we can postulate that a male homosexual 
subculture began to develop in Brisbane late last century. But what was its 
focus? Where did men meet? Part of the answer seems to concern Beats in 
public places, and boarding houses and private hotels in the inner city.
The same process which occurs today was happening then: Brisbane, like 
any other city, has always attracted youths and men from rural areas and small 
towns to its bright lights. But a century ago wages were low — apprentices, 
clerks and shop assistants were poorly paid. Yong men usually lived with their 
parents well into their adult years. Single men living in Brisbane away from 
their families were usually at the bottom of the pay scale, housed in barrack- 
style accommodation, or sharing rooms at the back of their employers’ 
businesses. If they were financially better off, they were lodgers boarding with 
a family, or shared a room in a boarding house or a hotel. Only the rich could 
afford to have their own homes and privacy.
The problem with sharing rooms in boarding houses and hotels is that you 
seldom had any choice over whom your roommate was and sharing could be a 
long-term arrangement over several months. This made it hard to have any 
privacy. When you wanted to bring that special man home you had to hope 
your room-mate was out, or at least asleep. The Court records are full of 
situations where things went wrong for men in shared accommodation.
Although there is some evidence of ‘gay-friendly’ establishments, where 
the proprietors did not worry about two men sharing one bed, on some occasions 
this caused problems that ended up in Court, particularly when they were 
observed by a third party. Drunken men were (and still are) inclined to throw 
caution to the wind. In June 1891 William Fletcher was living in a boarding 
house in Charlotte Street in Brisbane, where he had shared a three-bed room 
with Edmund Tweedle for two months. He went to bed at 11.00 pm one cold 
winter night and was asleep when Tweedle brought a friend, Joe Croome, home 
at 2.00 am. As Fletcher told the Court:
I saw the two accused undress and one get in one bed and the other [got] in 
another bed. After falling into bed they remained there for ten minutes. Accused 
Croome then got out of his bed and went to Tweedle’s bed. Tweedle said to 
Croome to ‘Take off your shirt’. Croome took off his shirt and threw it on the 
floor. He was then perfectly naked.
Tweedle then got on his knees [with his] elbows outside the clothes of the bed. 
Croome then got behind Tweedle. Croome then put his person [penis] into
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Tweedle’s posterior and commenced bobbing up and down for about five minutes.
I am certain Croome’s penis was in Tweedle’s posterior at that time.
Croome then got off Tweedle and both laid down side by side. Tweedle then 
turned on his back. Croome then turned over Tweedle, and took Tweedle’s 
private [penis] in his mouth and kept it in his mouth for about two minutes. He 
was sucking it. Tweedle lay still. Tweedle had only a singlet on. I jumped out of 
by bed then. I struck a match and lit a candle. I said to Croome‘Get out of bed 
you dirty pig’.
Fletcher then left to get the proprietor who threw Tweedle and Croome out of 
the boarding house.
Fletcher’s evidence was questioned. Why had he watched for ten to fifteen 
minutes before interrupting the sexual act? Was there enough light for him to 
have seen what Croome and Tweedle were doing? There was also an allegation 
that he had tried to blackmail the pair. Fletcher had not worked for six months 
and was living estranged from his wife. When Tweedle and Croome fled, a 
watch and chain was left in the room, possibly as a present to placate Fletcher. 
Tweedle also said that:
Fletcher wants a half pound note as hush money out of us. He says we 
buggered each other... The fact of the matter is I was bloody drunk that night. 
Shortly after I went to bed when I was half asleep Croome got into my bed and 
began frigging about me. I was that drunk that night he might have done 
anything he liked with me cock.
Croome’s defence was also interesting. He had been a clerk in the detective 
section of the Brisbane police for several years and felt his job meant that his 
word would be believed before that of Fletcher.
The case was heard in the Brisbane Magistrate’s Court in late June, and 
before Judge Harding in the Supreme Court in September. The evidence of 
one man was seldom enough to gain a conviction in such a case and there were 
doubts about Fletcher’s motives and reliability as a witness. Tweedle and 
Croome were found not guilty and discharged.21
Another similar incident took place in 1899 in Norfolk Boarding House in 
the inner city. Robert Rathke was not a regular boarder but had brought a 
young male partner there six weeks before, asking for a double bed. The 
proprietor refused to supply a double bed but offered two singles for two shillings. 
On his second stay Rathke disturbed another border: he and his new friend 
were laying moaning with passion, almost naked, wrapped in a blanket on the 
back verandah. Their excuse was that they had stripped off and gone outside 
to cool down because the room was too hot.22
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There is little difference in these cases as the years progress. The Ship Inn 
still stands today, now part of the Southbank redevelopment, but in 1923 it was 
a hotel and boarding house in Stanley Street, South Brisbane. A boarder 
returning home found two men, naked except for their shirts, sexually engaged 
in his bedroom. One seems to have been a resident o f the boarding house who 
had picked up a casual partner outside Tritton’s Furniture Store in George Street. 
They both had a drink in the Criterion Hotel then caught a tram to South Brisbane, 
had another drink in the Ship Inn, and retired to bed.23
In Chapter Six mention is made of a 1920s gay Beat at the quarries in 
Leichhardt Street. In one o f the Court cases concerning the quarries the 
defendant was living in Levuka Boarding House in the same street, which must 
have been conveniently close to the action. Another case, in 1934, concerns a 
man in M arr’s Boarding House in Tank Street who seems to have liked enticing 
young boys to masturbate him in his room. Four years later a 65-year-old 
resident o f Loma Boarding House in Turbot Street picked up a willing paperboy 
and invited him home, a similar incident occurring the same year in Illawarra 
Residential in Fortitude Valley.24
There are two cases from 1939. In the first a sixteen-year-old youth was 
living in the Salvation Army Home in the city. He arranged an assignation at 
the canary cages in the Botanical Gardens one Wednesday in February but 
failed to turn up. His date tracked him down to his boarding house and arranged 
a meeting for the next day. The evidence suggests that they had met previously 
on several occasions, at least once in the Belle Vue Hotel toilets close to the 
gardens. In the another 1939 case a man arranged to meet a youth at the 
Oxford Private Hotel in Ann Street, from where they went to the Majestic 
Theatre to watch a movie, on to a cafe to have ice-cream sundaes and back to 
Colwin Boarding House in North Quay for sex.25
Boarding houses were cheap places for single men to live in the city but 
privacy was not guaranteed. Like Beats based around public places and urban 
transport systems, boarding houses were an integral part of the early gay subculture.
Cruising for Sex
Abstaining from sexual activity was seen as a virtue last century, in a way that 
it is not today. Nevertheless, it is stretching credibility to suggest that tens of 
thousands o f single men just waited patiently for unattainable wives. There is 
ample evidence that men had sexual contact with other men, often through 
cruising in urban public places known to be frequented by like-minded men, 
making eye contact, striking up a conversation, and arranging an assignation. 
The big problem was that most o f them had no where private to go, given that 
many were living with their families or in cheap shared accommodation. Single 
men, and single women, seldom had their own private space.
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Sexual use of public space is an ongoing theme in this account of the 
development of the gay and lesbian subculture. Use of public space played a 
central role in shaping the way the subculture developed, and also influenced 
and interacted with the manner in which broader class, gender and racial divisions 
related to public space. Gay men developed several strategies for negotiating 
their existence. An effeminate manner or apparel was one way to draw attention 
to oneself. As George Chauncey noted for New York at the beginning of this 
century, some men quite boldly announced their sexual interests by creating:
a visible gay presence by speaking, carrying themselves, and dressing in other 
styles that the dominant culture associated with fairies, even though this... 
could result in harassment from onlookers.26
Most gay men and women preferred invisibility, but nevertheless developed 
tactics that advertised their presence to others of like mind, through languages 
codes, mannerisms and eye contact. Chauncey’s assessment is equally 
applicable to Australia:
Gay men also made tactical use of the gender conventions governing men’s 
public interactions. They took full advantage of the cultural injunction against 
men looking at other men in the same sexually assertive way they gazed at 
women; a ‘normal’ man almost automatically averted his eyes if they happened 
to lock with those of a stranger, whereas a gay man interested in the man gazing 
at him returned his look.27
Men also made tactical decisions about where was the best place to meet other 
like-minded men. Particularly favoured were theatres and later cinemas, retail 
areas, bathing places, gymnasiums, saunas, city parks, coffee shops and hotels. 
Parks and streets were free common meeting places on neutral ground where 
one’s presence would never be questioned. Men on the make asked each 
other the time, requested a match for their cigarette, or spoke some pleasantry 
that allowed a conversation to begin. Youths and men seem to have been 
readily available for sexual encounters and there is a pattern of pickups in 
public places, relating to public transport, parks, public toilets and street-cruising. 
An 1864 case, already cited in Chapter Two, describes pick-ups along the city 
reaches of the Brisbane River around the ferry terminal.
As department stores installed plate-glass display windows, window-shopping 
took on another purpose, as men eyed-off each other through the displays. 
One 1892 Court case concerns what seems to have been a Beat at the back of 
a shop in Queen Street, Brisbane, and another reveals street-cruising. James 
Anderson was one of many young employees at Alfred Shaw and Co., hardware 
merchants of Queen Street. There were three toilets in the back yard, two for 
staff and one for customers. Job Allen, an old customer from Oxley, was
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charged with sodomy of Anderson. Anderson seems to have been in one staff 
toilet with the door open when Allen entered and propositioned him. Another 
employee, Oscar Medhurst, was in the next cubicle: he heard noises and looked 
over the top to see Anderson stooped with his head over the toilet, his trousers 
down to his knees, with Allen fucking him. The evidence suggests that this was 
not the first time that the toilets had been used in this way by Allen, and that the 
assignation was provoked by Anderson. When Allen entered Anderson’s cubicle, 
he said ‘Come on Jimmy, let me have it’, and when he was leaving the toilets he 
passed by another employee, Arthur Ridley, saying ‘you should have been here 
long ago’, and groped at his genitals. There was also a great deal of joking 
among the young men employed there about ‘which end’, gay slang relating to 
sexual activity.28
Walking down Brisbane’s main streets could also have its rewards. Joseph 
Ferguson, aged sixteen, lived with his parents in New Farm and worked for a 
short time at a butcher’s shop in Fortitude Valley where Robert Rathkie was 
employed. They did not meet again for several months until they were both at 
Fitzgerald’s Circus, then soon after they passed each other one Tuesday night 
outside Hunter’s boot shop on the corner of Queen and Edward Streets. 
Ferguson, who in evidence said that he was not accustomed to alcohol, had 
already had a nobler of rum at the Belfast Hotel. Rathkie asked ‘Are you 
coming down the road?’, to which Ferguson said he replied ‘Yes, if you are not 
going too far!’ They went to the Prince of Wales Hotel, each paying for their 
own drink. Then once outside Rathkie propositioned the youth: ‘How far are 
you going now? Come on down the road to the Boarding House’. This they 
did, and the ‘missus’ of the boarding house seemed remarkably unperturbed by 
Rathkie’s request for one bed for the two of them for the night.29
These two cases are typical of many that will be described as we proceed 
through the decades. The historical evidence that remains available to us often 
concerns sexuality in public places, as this is where homosexuals came into 
contact with the law. As the subculture developed issues of public space become 
less central. Gay men and lesbians began to have more access to their own 
private living quarters and commercial space was available, dedicated to their 
chosen lifestyles.
Queensland last century was a frontier society where males outnumbered 
females. In the Australasian colonies affection, intimate relationships and 
sexuality were more a matter of individual choice, less restrained than in Britain. 
Non-sexual romantic friendships, common forms of same-sex bonding in Europe 
and America until well into the nineteenth century, seem to have given way to 
love based on a new heterosexual norm in line with wider Western shifts in 
gender relations. In Australia, manliness became closely identified with mateship, 
that firm expression of a hegemonic masculinity which is supposed to trace its 
antecedents back to the convict era and the gold rush communities, but is best
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exemplified by the bushmen who were so prominent in colonial Queensland. 
This century the mateship ethos has been bolstered by the Anzac legend and 
confident sporting prowess. The modern mateship legend is avowedly 
heterosexual, which is at odds with the preponderance o f males last century 
and their lack of female sexual outlets. Yet, amidst the public protestations of 
heterosexual mateship are always undercurrents o f homoeroticism, evident on 
the football field and in other sporting contexts, and played out in every hotel 
and gathering place where alcohol lowers defences.
Even if we accept that the majority of these single males, in the prime of 
their lives, were happy in the platonic company of their mates, or found 
abstinence, religion and alcohol satisfactory solace, the Court evidence o f male- 
to-male sexual offences and cases of some quite obviously male-to-male sexually 
oriented individuals, must lead us to question any depiction of colonial males in 
totally heterosexual terms.
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Chapter Five
‘Passing Women’, Spinsters 
and Bachelors, 1900s
The laws pertaining to homosexuality were revised during the 1890s by ex- 
Premier and eminent jurist Chief Justice Sir Samuel Griffith, when he codified 
and rationalised the Criminal Code. The 1899 Criminal Code contained four 
sections, 208-211, relating to male-to-male sex. Sections 208 and 209 relating 
to anal sex were much the same as those in the previous legislation, with a 
reduction in the sentences. Section 208 dealt with anal intercourse and carried 
a prison sentence of up to fourteen years with hard labour. Section 209 imposed 
a sentence of up to seven years with hard labour for any conviction of attempted 
anal intercourse. Section 210 dealt with ‘ indecent treatment’ of minors, allowing 
a sentence of up to seven years with hard labour for indecently dealing with 
boys less than fourteen. Section 211 relating to ‘indecent practices between 
males’ (the Labouchere amendment) was a new addition to the Act: this covered 
‘gross indecency’ perpetrated either in public or private and became the most 
deployed charge over the next fifty years, with the least chance of acquittal. 
The convictions rate under this category rose in the 1940s and 1950s. This type 
of behaviour was deemed a ‘misdemeanour’, but still carried a possible upper 
sentence of three years imprisonment with hard labour. Sections 227 and 228 
also have some relevance. They were not directed solely at homosexuals but 
related to committing ‘indecent acts’ in public places and selling indecent books 
or articles. Another category brought into use was ‘disorderly conduct’, a 
misdemeanour, not a felony, much easier to prove and not requiring a jury. As 
with ‘indecent practices between males’, the section entitled ‘indecent treatment 
of boys less than fourteen’ was a feature of the 1899 Act, becoming the second 
most common charge: offenders had a high probability of being found guilty 
and conviction rates climbed quite steeply from 1930. These provisions o f the 
1899 Criminal Code, although less frequently enforced, and with sentences at 
the lower end of the range, remained in use until 1990.1
At the beginning of the twentieth century, when Queensland became part of 
the Commonwealth of Australia, there was certainly a male homosexual 
subculture operating in Brisbane with a more limited Beat-focused culture 
operating in smaller urban centres in the State. Beyond urban areas, homosexual 
activity is probably better seen as individual sexual acts than as part of any 
subcultural identity. Brisbane was the Bush capital o f Australia and 
Queenslanders were fairly parochial in their attitudes. Despite radicalism in 
politics, with Thomas Ryan’s and ‘Red Ted’ Theodore’s socialist Labor
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governments introducing State enterprises in the 191 Os and 1920s, and abolishing 
the Legislative Council in 1922, Queenslanders were socially conservative. Yet, 
quite prominent homosexuals managed to pursue professional careers, and 
homosexual types can be identified who were in the vanguard of the gay subculture 
which had emerged quite strongly by the middle decades of the twentieth century. 
Eminent gay men like James Mayne used their wealth as a cacoon against the 
more philistine elements around them. ‘Boston Marriages’ occurred, such as the 
one between Lilian Cooper and Josephine Bedford. ‘Passing Women’ managed 
to convince their fellow employees and friends that they were in fact males. 
Foppish Queens began to haunt the main streets of Brisbane, picking up trade, 
while others managed to combine outwardly straight images with gay proclivities. 
Other evidence suggests that there was a softening of Australian masculinity at 
the turn of the century, accompanied with a féminisation of Australian culture and 
perhaps also o f Australian male characteristics.
Brisbane’s ‘Passing Woman’:
‘William’ Marion Edwards, 1906
Chapter One discussed ancestral categories to modem lesbians. One grouping 
was ‘passing women’, women who chose to dress as men and enjoy the 
privileges o f life as men. ‘Passing women’ are scattered through Western 
history, from important figures such as Joan o f Arc in the fifteenth century to 
lesser knows in the Australian colonies. The historical explanation suggests 
that onwards from the eighteenth century there was greater emphasis on 
categorisation o f men and women, with specific definition of gender roles. 
Before that time, for instance in the gender system in place in Tudor England, 
women with exceptional qualities (such as Queen Elizabeth) were viewed as 
also possessing masculinity, or viewed as hermaphrodites. But at about the 
time that Australia was first colonised a gender transition occurred, from two 
genders (m asculine and feminine) and three bodies (male, female and 
hermaphrodite), to one of three genders (heterosexual masculinity and femininity, 
and effeminate male homosexuals (along with lesser numbers o f female 
homosexuals)) and two sexes (male and female). The two major genders 
were presumed to exist in separate spheres, becoming quite dichotomous and 
entrenched. Illegitimate male gender in the form of adult passive effeminate 
males had an established gender role in Britain and northwestern Europe by the 
middle o f the eighteenth century, with an equivalent female role beginning to 
emerge in large cities by the end of the eighteenth century. Adolescent males, 
previously acceptable sexual partners for adult males with no loss to their gender 
status, became taboo territory. Instead, adult males had access to females and 
effeminate males, with no real loss o f gender status for homosexual preference 
until well into the twentieth century.
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Women achieved their gender status through their relations with men, and 
were therefor much slower to achieve the newer independent status now 
described as ‘lesbian’, which occurred at the beginning of the twentieth century. 
Modem femininity was largely a male construction which took place between 
the sixteenth and twentieth centuries, and was remarkably effective, surviving 
virtually intact, despite contestation by the wave of feminists in the late nineteenth 
century and through feminism in recent decades.2
Masculinity triumphed, narrowing gender discourse to a dualistic system, 
maintaining masculine dominance by subordinating femininity and homosexuality. 
Rebellions against gender categories were discouraged. Male cross-dressing 
has remained largely a social practice as men had nothing to gain materially 
from the adoption of femininity: the contemporary drag queen phenomena is 
discussed in Chapter Eleven. Rebellious women, however, particularly before 
the wave of feminism onwards from the 1960s, had much to gain materially and 
economically from adopting male personas.
One ‘passing woman’ was the talk of Brisbane and Melbourne in 1906 and 
continued to pass as a man until her death in 1956. Marion Edwards was bom 
in Wales in 1874, arriving in Victoria with her parents in 1878. They died, and 
she was handed over to relatives in northeast Victoria, where as she remembered:
I was brought up on a farm, and was taught to milk, and do all kinds of housework; 
but I never took kindly to making beds, scrubbing, etc. In fact I was more at 
home with an axe or gun.3
Marion left home age thirteen with two girlfriends, working as a domestic servant 
and then a farm-hand. In her reminiscences she said:
I wish it to be understood that this was no love affair, but I must confess I was 
much attracted to one of the girls.4
After eight months rough work she moved to Melbourne, working as a waitress 
for three years in a cheap restaurant in Elizabeth Street before she and a female 
friend set up a confectionary and tea rooms business in west Bourke Street, 
which failed. After a short sojourn in Hobart, where she had love affairs with 
a young male doctor and a grocery boy, Marion returned to Melbourne. Right 
from her early years she resented being encumbered by female clothes, earning 
less than men and being treated socially as inferior too and different from men. 
In her late teens she felt:
A strange yearning, a yearning that I cannot account for, nor have I tried to, 
came over me that I would like to earn my living as a man. I commenced to realise 
the many disadvantages a woman had compared to the opposite sex.5
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She began to pass herself off as a man. Coupled with this, she expected to 
inherit her uncles’s wealth when he died, which allowed her to be financially 
independent, to the extent that at age nineteen she was able to purchase a hotel 
on the outskirts of Melbourne and make ‘red-hot love to a widow’, who never 
knew her new husband was a woman.
Bill Edwards’ addiction to gambling caused a breach with his wife. Wearing 
men’s clothes and working as a man, he joined a shearing team as a woolsorter, 
before moving to Sydney where he worked in the Royal Hotel in Leichhardt, 
enjoyed racing and a series of affairs with women. Returning to Melbourne, 
Edwards was again respected for his ability with horses and women.
Bill Edwards was thirty-two years old in 1906, dressed well in a nicely tailored 
suit, and kept an old suit for the rough work of riding and training horses. He 
was quite short (5 ’ 5” or 165 cm), had short cropped dark hair with a slight curl 
in the front, and from his photograph seems to have become plump. Edwards 
was considered quite an authority on racing matters and had owned a racing 
pony, ‘Tasman’. Good with his fists, he had once knocked down an offensive 
bully and was as strong as any man. At the Studley Arms Hotel in Collingwood 
the patrons reported that they had repeatedly played cards, drunk and smoked 
with Edwards, who was very much a ‘man-about-town’. However he had a 
tendency to a falsetto voice, and one man who stayed at the same hotel in 
Melbourne was surprised that Bill always wore a broad web band, similar to a 
horse’s girth, across his chest. In retrospect we know this was to suppress 
‘his’ breasts, but there was no real suspicion at the time that ‘he’ was a she.
Any suspicions that might have arisen were stopped by very intimate 
relationships Edwards had with young women who visited him frequently. Then 
everything went wrong. Edwards was charged with burglary and released on a 
good behaviour bond. He fled from Melbourne, but popped up next in Brisbane.
Edwards’ behaviour in Brisbane was of similar pattern to his life in Melbourne. 
He mixed with a set of young men who considered they knew ‘everything that 
goes on, more especially perhaps with regard to racing and sport generally’. 
Young ‘Willie’ (as he was known in Brisbane) smoked cigars and cigarettes 
and drank with the best of them. In his spare time he was to be found mixing 
with the crowd outside sporting clubs and hotels. In one boarding house Willie 
even shared a bed with a male room mate for several weeks, the man supposedly 
having no idea he had been sleeping with a woman.
By his own account, he worked in Brisbane as a house painter, French 
polisher, barman and yardman at an hotel. The Brisbane Truth reported that:
‘Willie’ is credited with having a good eye for a horse and with being able to use 
‘his’ ‘dukes’ above a bit, in fact, the stories going the rounds about ‘him’ 
apocryphally and otherwise, are legion, most of the tall stuff appearing in the 
daylies being the purest fiction.
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‘Willie’ was always a great favourite with the ladies, and used to have ‘his’ best 
Sunday girl to trot out on occasions like the rest of them.6
Willie’s version was much the same:
I was a regular ladies’ man, and I derived great fun making love to the barmaids, 
housemaids, in fact anything that wore a skirt. I was so gentle, not a bit rough 
like the other men, they would remark in a coy manner. What was more to my 
liking was the numerous presents I had bestowed upon me, for I always behaved 
as a gentleman should when I went out for a stroll with my lady loves.7
One o f Willie’s women was ten to twelve years older than he. They met in a 
Fortitude Valley boarding house: when the woman saw the pretty-faced youthful 
boarder she ‘set her cap at him’. Willie became her ‘best boy’, much to the 
chagrin o f other women who fancied him.
When the law caught up with William Edwards his friends suddenly 
discovered he was really Marion Edwards. Transported back to Melbourne for 
trial, she was acquitted o f the burglary charges and became quite a celebrity, 
continuing to dress and live as a man. Bill Edwards exhibiting his sharpshooting 
skills at the Fitzroy Cyclorama and exhibited himself at the Melbourne Waxworks, 
then worked over many years in hotels, iron foundries and as an SP bookmaker. 
From the 1920s until his death in 1956 Bill Edwards lived in North Melbourne, 
affectionately remembered, says Gail Reekie, ‘as a lady who simply felt she 
coped better as a gentleman’.8
In her reminiscences published a few years after her trial, Marion Edwards 
admits to two love affairs with men (in Hobart as a teenage girl) and innumerable 
affairs with women, but remained coy about how she made love to the women 
and why they never realised their partner was a woman. Australia o f the 
1900s did not quite know what to make o f Marion/Willie Edwards. Does she 
fall neatly into the category o f a ‘passing woman’, women who dressed and 
lived as men, usurping male rights? Anne Summers, writing of Marion Edwards 
in 1974, suggested that she was probably a lesbian.9 Gail Reekie, writing in 
1994, appears to be less sure. Reekie cites the opinions o f women who knew 
Bill Edwards: one who was engaged to him, another who supposedly married 
him, women who farewelled him when the police put him on a steamer bound 
for Melbourne; and women who idolised him, crowding the Court room when 
he was tried in Melbourne. All remarked on how gentle and how feminine he 
was; it was his very femininity which made him especially attractive to women. 
Reekie argues that Marion Edwards can be read as supporting the thesis proposed 
by Marilyn Lake, that despite the maturing o f the image o f the bushman and 
mateship at the end o f the nineteenth century, Australian culture underwent a 
process o f féminisation in the early decades o f this century. Lake argues that 
the 1880s and 1890s were a period o f male ascendancy, tempered by the
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beginnings of women’s right movements which involved ‘struggle for cultural 
control between masculinists and feminists’. Feminist demands for reforms of 
men’s attitudes to marriage and temperance coincided with the increasing ‘need 
of an urbanized, industrialising society for a disciplined, sober and efficient 
workforce’, and the rise of the labour movement, which while placing great 
emphasis on mateship also argued that ‘women could be mates too — albeit in 
their different spheres’. Lake suggests that by the 1920s Australian culture 
had been to a large extent ‘feminised’.10
Did women seize on William Edwards as an example of how they would like 
to see their menfolk behave? But one is still left wondering if ‘his’ female 
paramours in Melbourne and Brisbane actually knew more of the truth than his 
more gullible male mates who also shared ‘his’ bed?11
‘Monte’ Punshon, 1882-1989:
An Extraordinary Woman
Another woman from this same era managed to bridge not only an enormous 
time period, but also various styles of lesbian life. ‘Monte’ [Ethel May] Punshon 
was bom in 1882 in Ballarat and died at the age of 106 in 1989. In the 1980s 
Monte was the only living Australian known to have visited the famous 1888 
Melbourne exhibition. When Premier Bjelke-Petersen’s Queensland government 
mounted Expo ‘88 they appointed Monte as special ambassador. But they had 
not done their homework well enough. Had they checked they would have 
found that although Monte did not use the word ‘ lesbian’, she ‘came out’ publicly 
in the gay press in 1985, as a woman who loved women, saying that if you 
couldn’t ‘come out’ at the age of 103, when could you? Her discourse always 
remained that of Romantic Friendship, and as she said in an interview: ‘I don’t 
like labels — I don’t want to label myself one thing or another. I’m just me.’12
This was not quite the type of ambassador Premier Bjelke-Petersen was 
expecting and she soon faded from all Expo ‘88 publicity. Many in Melbourne’s 
lesbian community were very amused by Monte’s ambassadorial appointment. 
Still strong, this centenarian could have held her own in the Expo crowds. In 
her early years Monte worked as a teacher but aspired to a life in the theatre, 
later completing a degree in drama and involving herself with an amateur theatrical 
group. She also worked for J C Williamson’s theatre company, for a wireless 
manufacturing company, at a photographic studio, and during the 1920s did 
radio talks on fashion for the Melbourne retailer Buckley and Nunn. In the 
1930s Monte learnt to speak Mandarin and Japanese, visiting Japan in 1929. 
For more than sixty years she fostered good relations with Japan. During the 
Second World War Monte joined the Australian Women’s Army Service, 
working as a warden in the Tatura alien internment camp, and after the war, by 
then in her mid-60s, she taught English at Bonegilla migrant camp.
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Her autobiography, Monte-San: The Times Between, Life Lies Hidden, 
published in 1987, does not mention her relationships with women. Although 
she never adopted a lesbian identity in the 1920s and 1930s, her same-sex 
attractions are quite evident from her private life, as expressed in her friendships, 
photos and scrapbooks. Her language and persona were never that o f a modem 
lesbian, borrowing more from the passionate Romantic Friendships of bygone 
years. Her private scrapbooks begin in the early 1920s continuing until the late 
1950s. Monte collected accounts o f women who remained ‘single’, claimed 
men’s privileges, and were adventurous, such as aviators, jockeys, sailors and 
racers. Monte also collected accounts o f gender-inversion —  women who 
cross-dressed as men —  or women who lived together as partners. The 
scrapbooks also contain a review of The Well o f  Loneliness, Radclyffe Hall’s 
famous 1928 lesbian novel.
Monte’s sexuality is also evident from what is missing from her scrapbooks: 
the emphasis is on women, not men. There are no images o f heterosexual 
‘flappers’, or o f young women in the role o f seductresses of men (very common 
in her younger years). Neither did she have any obvious interest in feminist 
activities, probably because early feminists also gave emphasis to their roles as 
mothers, which was never Monte’s scene. Monte was a very fashion-conscious 
woman, and in the 1920s adopted the boyish slim androgynous fashions, then all 
the rage. The images she kept in her scrapbooks were those o f women who 
wore masculine clothes like breeches, shirts and ties, or had short haircuts and 
wore berets or caps. Her own developing style seems to have been similar to 
the images she collected. Monte rejected any feminine look, adopting what we 
would now identify as a lesbian style, but which to her was just refusal to fulfil 
conventional gender expectations. By the 1940s women’s fashions were much 
more feminine, and although she did take on these styles, she continued to be 
attracted to more masculine women’s clothes. When she joined the Australian 
Women’s Army Service she was ‘thrilled with the uniform’.
Monte rejected any labelling o f herself as a lesbian, yet allowed a short life 
story about her be published in an Australian anthology o f lesbian women’s 
stories in 1987, Words From The Same Heart. A film o f her life was made in 
1989, but Monte did not want her relationships with women mentioned in it. As 
Ruth Ford says:
Despite the sexualisation of culture during the course of the twentieth century, 
Monte did not come to use sexual language to describe her past relationships 
with women, although they were physical, nor did she use the word ‘lesbian’ to 
describe herself. Rather, she described her physical and emotional relationships 
with women using the older language of romantic love, of sentiment, of passionate 
and romantic friendships.13
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In many ways Monte’s life explains to us why it is so difficult to write a history 
of lesbianism in Australia. It depends on self-definition and individual identity, 
which in the past was quite different from that of today’s lesbians. Australian 
feminist history has written women back into the historical landscape, but still 
largely remains silent about lesbian desire. Ruth Ford suggests that ‘lesbians 
formed their identities within available meanings around femininity, the 
sexualisation of love and romance’. She says that lesbian identity in the 1920s 
and 1930s was less defined than gay male identity which was by then an obvious 
subculture. Ford suggests that we must interrogate accepted heterosexual 
femininity, and to see lesbianism as a developing, ever-changing category like 
class, race, gender and age. If we do this, a history of lesbianism can emerge.14
Professional Spinsters:
Lilian Cooper and Josephine Bedford
When the Queensland government chose Monte Punshun as their Expo ‘88 
Ambassador, inadvertently they did Australian lesbians a favour. Yet, there were 
always other women in Queensland, such as Dr Lilian Cooper and her partner 
Josephine Bedford, who quietly accomplished a great deal for the lesbian cause.
Lilian Violet Cooper (1861-1947) lived with her close friend Mary Josephine 
Bedford (1861-1955) for sixty-one years. They are buried together in Toowong 
Cemetery in Brisbane. Two remarkable women, they were lifelong companions 
and certainly could be classified as Romantic Friends, or as living in a Boston 
Marriage, but were they lesbians?
Lilian Cooper was bom in Chatham in Kent about forty-five kilometres outside 
of London, the third of eight children of Captain Henry Cooper and his wife 
Elizabeth. The family moved to Rochester in Kent in the 1870s and it was 
there that Lilian determined to become a medical doctor in the mid-1880s, an 
almost unheard of career choice for a woman in that era. At about that time 
she met a young woman from London, Mary Josephine Bedford, who was 
visiting her uncle, the Canon at nearby Rochester Cathedral. Josephine became 
friendly with her, and they convinced their respective parents to allow them to 
share a house in Russell Square in London, while Lilian studied medicine at the 
London School of Medicine for Women (opened in 1874) and Josephine studied 
art at the Slade School, University of London. Lilian sat for examinations at her 
Medical School and to qualify her to join the Conjoint Board of the College of 
Physicians and the College of Surgeons of Edinburgh and Glasgow. In 1890 
she began practice as a physician and surgeon, and in 1891, aged twenty-nine, 
decided to take up a post in Brisbane.
Dr Cooper was the first female medical practitioner in Queensland and only 
the second in Australia, the first woman to be a Consultant in any Australian 
hospital (Brisbane’s Hospital for Sick Children), and the first woman to be
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awarded a Fellowship of the Royal Australasian College of Surgeons. None of 
this came easily as Brisbane’s male doctors at first ostracised her then grudgingly 
recognised her dedication and great skill as a surgeon. The battle took several 
years. She conducted a private practice at several locations around inner 
Brisbane —  at the Mansions in George Street and in Auckland House on the 
comer of Mary and George Streets — but is most famous for her associations 
with the Hospital for Sick Children (1896+), the Lady Lamington Hospital in 
Leichhardt Street (1905+) and the Mater Misericordiae Hospital (1906+). In 
1911, with her Brisbane reputation well-established, she travelled to England 
and the USA, reviewing new surgical techniques. The next year she was 
awarded a Doctorate of Medicine at Durham University, procured by 
examination, not study. As always, Josephine was by her side.
When war broke out, despite being in her fifties, Dr Cooper volunteered and 
in 1916-17 worked with her partner in Serbia. In 1917 they returned to Brisbane.
Josephine Bedford had never been idle; she often drove Dr Cooper on her 
rounds, always involved herself in philanthropic work in Brisbane, and shared 
the joys of early motoring. After the war, Lilian resumed her practice and they 
both continued their various interests in issues concerning women and children, 
particularly the National Council of Women, and the Creche and Kindergarten 
Association. Dr Cooper developed a fine reputation as a physician specialising 
in the diseases of women and children, continuing in private and pubic practice 
until she retired in 1945, aged eighty-four. When she died in 1947 Dr Cooper 
left her estate to her companion for use during her life time and then directed it 
to Mater Misericordiae Hospital.
Their final residence, Old St Mary’s at Kangaroo Point, was given to the 
Mater by Josephine Bedford in 1951 as a refuge for the aged and incurably ill: 
from it arose Mt Olivet Hospital, which continues this tradition.
Dr Cooper’s biographer describes her as a tall and very thin woman, austere 
with quite angular features and auburn hair. She favoured high-necked white 
or cream blouses tied at the neck with a bow or tie:
As Lilian became older, she kept to a similar style of dress and if anything, it 
became more severe; she cared little about her clothes or, for that matter, about 
her general appearance. She was far too busy to worry about trivialities. She 
became more brusque with age; perhaps it was due to the long years of fighting 
for acceptance.
By comparison Josephine Bedford is described as ‘the anthesis of Lilian, being 
dark-haired, small, sedate, but full of the joy of life. People loved her; she just 
accepted them as they were’.
Lilian Cooper and Josephine Bedford could be categorised as Romantic 
Friends, although this concept really belongs to an earlier era. Perhaps their 
relationship is best described by the American phrase, Boston Marriage. Their
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French, From the Frontier, 
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Edwards, Life and Adventures of 
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1940 (Photos courtesy of John Oxley 
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American sailors marching down Queen Street, Brisbane, during the Second World War (above). (Below) 
Atherton in 1943, where a Chinese shopkeeper had an affair with a youth from a local garage, down by 
the creek just out of town (Photos courtesy of John Oxley Library)
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biographer accepts but never comments on their extraordinarily long and beautiful 
relationship. They were spinster ladies who made a life together for more than 
six decades. Like Monte Punshon they would not have been comfortable with 
today’s lesbians claiming them as kin, yet their friendship was close and abiding 
and identifiably ancestral to those of many women today who identify as lesbians. 
Whether their relationship was ever sexual is not really important. What is 
relevant is that they chose to spend their lives together.15
Professional Bachelors:
Isaac and James Mayne
Over much the same years there was another surgeon in Brisbane who shared 
similar interests to Lilian and Josephine. James Mayne was the same age as 
they were, and preferred male company, as did at least one o f his brothers. 
James was the son o f Patrick and Mary Mayne o f Brisbane who had migrated 
separately from Ireland in the early 1840s, marrying in 1849. Patrick Mayne, a 
butcher and slaughterman, prospered in the early days o f the colony, purchasing 
his own business and accumulating a great amount o f land. On his deathbed in 
1865 Mayne supposedly confessed that his initial capital came from money 
stolen from a man he murdered (and butchered) in 1848. The couple had six 
children: Rosanna bom in 1850, Isaac bom in 1852, Evelina Selina in 1853 (died 
1854), William McIntosh in 1856, Mary Emelia in 1858 and James O ’Neil in 
1861. Their great wealth did not stop the family being ostracised from Brisbane 
society. Patrick Mayne was involved in civic affairs but had an authoritarian 
manner and an evil disposition; his 1865 confession to the 1848 murder rocked 
the town and sealed the family’s fate.
Isaac became a solicitor in Brisbane in 1876, Rosanna was professed as a nun 
at All Hallows’ in 1877, and William completed Bachelor and Master of Arts 
degrees at the University of Sydney, graduating in 1879. Mary Emelia went to 
school but left when she wished —  education o f girls was not seen as important.
In 1881 the Maynes purchased and moved to Moorland Villa, the present- 
day site o f the Wesley Hospital on Coronation Drive. Maiy died in 1889, leaving 
the main part o f her extensive £16,000 estates to Isaac, William and James. 
James was a day-student at St Stephen’s primary school, Brisbane Grammar, 
and a border at Catholic St Killian’s College in South Brisbane, before joining 
William in Sydney. There he completed his medical qualifications in 1884 before 
leaving for six years postgraduate study at University College Hospital in London.
The stain o f their father’s legacy meant that polite Brisbane society did not 
welcome the Mayne boys. William returned home in 1884, an educated twenty- 
eight-year-old gentleman interested in the classics, with fine tastes and no need 
or inclination to work. He lived quietly at Moorlands. Dr James Mayne returned 
from London in 1891, exceptionally well qualified and an excellent surgeon, but
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rather than enter lucrative private practice he chose a low-salaried position as 
resident medical officer at Brisbane General Hospital. James always dressed 
fashionably. He wore a bowler hat, carried a silk paisley handkerchief in his 
breast pocket, and a sprig of flowers in his buttonhole, on special occasions 
topped off by a diamond stick-pin in his lapel. Lilian Cooper and Josephine 
Bedford arrived from London in the same year, suggesting the possibility that 
they had met James in London and that knowing him was one of the reasons 
they chose to leave all they knew and travel to the antipodes. James, Lilian 
and Josephine had much in common.
In 1892-93 Maynes replaced the original house with their grand home, 
Moorlands, which is now the centre piece of the Wesley Hospital complex. 
Their wealth continued to grow.
At the time of the death of their father all of the Mayne children promised 
never to marry: Rosanna had become a nun and Mary Emelia stayed at 
home, but what of the three boys? Rosamond Siemon, the Mayne’s biographer, 
believes there can be no doubts about Isaac’s and James’ homosexual 
preferences. This presumably added to the distance and distain in which 
Brisbane held them. Isaac’s mental health deteriorated rapidly and he may 
have been been responsible for the murder of Tatsuzo Tobita in 1904, a twenty- 
four-year-old Japanese from Fortitude Valley, whose body was found a short 
distance from Moorlands. After this, Isaac was kept confined in his room, 
the windows boarded up, then taken to Sydney and committed in an asylum. 
James resigned his medical post, fearing for his own sanity, and withdrew 
further from society. The tale gets even grimmer, as Isaac hanged himself in 
early 1905, possibly linked to the suicide of young Carl Markwell in Brisbane. 
It is clear from Court evidence that Markwell had wealthy boyfriends who 
gave him expensive gifts, although no link to the Maynes was ever proven. 
There was only circumstantial evidence linking Isaac and Carl, but Brisbane’s 
gossips had no problems believing the connection.
In his late fifties James became President of the Toowong Rowing Club 
and through the club in 1918 he met twenty-one-year-old Frederick Whitehouse, 
a University of Queensland geology student, who remained James’ close friend 
until his death in 1939. Whitehouse later became an Associate Professor at 
the university, but was dismissed in 1955 after he was convicted o f a 
homosexual offence.
The Mayne family are the major benefactors of Queensland University, having 
donated the Mogill and St Lucia campuses and endowed Chairs in the Medical 
faculty. Isaac and James seem to have been gay gentlemen in a period when 
such things were never mentioned in polite society. Their Moorlands home was 
once the centre of a secret genteel camp world that has now been forgotten.16
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Mollies, Fairies and Queens:
Brisbane, 1907
Historians have published studies o f the cultures and identities of effeminate 
‘mollies’ in eighteenth century London. George Chauncey in his Gay New 
York, a study o f New York’s gay male culture between 1890 and 1940, suggests 
that London’s ‘mollies’ were probably the ‘cultural ancestors’ o f the ‘fairies’ 
o f late-nineteenth-century New York, and that sufficient evidence exists to 
establish that the ‘fairy’ was recognised as a distinct cultural type in urban 
America by the 1870s.17 New York and Paris were the gay capitals o f the 
world at the time: one should not expect any equivalent gay subculture in Brisbane 
as early as the 1870s, but the 1890s and 1900s seem a possibility. Mention was 
made in Chapter One o f a 1895 cross-dresser in Brisbane, and Chapter Two 
featured Lord Yarmouth from Mackay, the 1890s aristocratic English fancy 
dancer fond o f sequined outfits. The next account o f an effeminate men of 
‘mollie’ mode is the following man from Brisbane in 1907.
Twenty-six-year-old John L.18 met twenty-three-year-old William J. in front 
o f Pike Bros Store in Queen Street. William was a gardener for Sir Alfred 
Cowley, a retired politician, at his home ‘Silky Oaks’ in Toowong. John, 
supposedly, caught hold of William’s hand, claiming that he knew his brother, 
asking if  he could come and stay with him for the night. William later told the 
police that he said yes ‘if you’re are respectable’ and they both boarded a tram 
for Toowong. A classic restrained gay pick-up, 1900s-style, the language nicely 
laundered for the Courts.
Respectability wore thin very quickly as they soon went to bed together and 
had sex, John fucking William. After a bit of flattery, with John telling William that 
‘you are the nicest boy I have ever seen’ they both caught the tram back to the 
city. Then William discovered that he had been robbed of four rings and asked 
John for them back, but John denied having them, and added ‘Don’t tell anybody... 
I could get fourteen years for what I have done’. William reported John for theft, 
and, rather strangely, two hours later reported him again, for sodomy.
William J. was not convicted but John L. lost his job and was disowned by 
his father. The case allows us to see what is clearly nascent modem gay identity 
rather than just homosexual behaviour, revealed through what is really an aside 
under cross-examination. Mr Watson, John’s barrister, asked certain questions 
of William, to which he replied:
I don’t stand at the Queen Street comer. I go to music lessons twice a week. On 
other nights I just walk around town and then catch a tram home again. I am not 
a well-known character about the town. I have a good character.
I don’t know that a ‘city queen’ is. [Mr Watson explained the term.] I am 
surprised to hear that is the term that is applied to me about the town.
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His clothes were then remarked upon:
I have another hat at home similar to the panama hat... The band on my hat 
signifies nothing... I don’t know that it has particular significance. It was not 
meant for anything. I don’t know that the colour of the tie I am now wearing 
bears particular significance. The red flower I am now wearing I got out o f my 
Auntie’s garden. The colour of the flower has no particular meaning.
Dr Dodds, called to testify, was questioned about effeminate men:
I have read and heard that men who permit other men to have connection with them 
become effeminate to a certain extent. It goes so far as to affect the person’s voice.19
What we seem to have in this 1907 case is a tum-of-the-century ‘Queen’ complete 
with colour and dress codes and an effeminate voice, hanging around the city 
picking up men to take home for sex. Unfortunately he chose his trade badly and 
got robbed. Dress codes and effeminate demeanour certainly continued in vogue 
for the brave few. Chapter Six includes descriptions o f ‘Cissies’ in 1920, the next 
generation of Brisbane’s ‘Queens’. Sidney Aspinall, interviewed in 1995, described 
similar characters from 1930s Brisbane. He remembered one man he saw often 
while waiting for the Edward Street tram, who always painted his fingernails 
bright red; and another, a music teacher, who always wore makeup and velvet 
hats, and called everyone ‘Darling’.20 In 1997, Gene Saint and Bill ‘Diana’ Lawler 
described to me the strict ‘bitch’ and ‘butch’ divisions o f the 1930s and 1940s: a 
camp world o f highly-perfumed hairdressers, department store window-dressers 
and floorwalkers.21 The 1907 case takes us back to the very beginnings o f gay 
Brisbane, when homosexual identity was emerging as a distinct subculture and 
effeminate role-playing was typical behaviour.
The Coffee-Room Class 
and the Spring Hill Push, 1907
The same year, a few suburbs away, lived handsome Joseph C., thirty-six years 
old, muscular with a splendid physique from cutting cane in the Herbert district 
around Ingham in the 1906 harvest season. At the end o f the crushing he 
headed south, stopping off in Brisbane on his way home to the Clarence district 
in northern New South Wales. A friend he met on the boat recommended 
Woodlands Boarding House, at the comer o f Ann and Bowen Streets, as a 
quiet and respectable place to stay, costing 18 shillings per week. Joseph C. 
teamed up with Frank Scanlon, a young farm labourer from Aubigny, also living 
at Woodlands. They were what was described at the time as ‘parlour boarders’, 
who whiled the weeks away playing cards with the proprietor Mrs Boyce and 
her daughter.
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Another boarder arrived, who had transferred from nearby Manstead 
Boarding House. James S. was older than Joseph C., with a moustache and 
receding hairline, described as a gentleman from western Queensland, aged 
about fifty, come to Brisbane to take charge of Moreheads’ Wool Room. He 
came into the parlour and began to play the piano, striking up a conversation 
with the attractive Joseph C. Later the same evening, obviously smitten by the 
good-looking cane cutter, James S. asked after him, found he had gone out, and 
left a message for Joseph C. to call on him when he returned.
Joseph C. did just that and found James S. preparing for bed. As Joseph 
recounted:
He asked me to call him at seven o’clock the next morning, and I said I would. 
Then he said: ‘Where do you sleep?’ and I said ‘Right opposite,’ and I pointed 
in the direction of my room. He then said: ‘There are dreadful rumours going 
about me. The missus of the house told me I would have to leave... She said she 
had been talking to two men that wanted a boarding house, and that I was using 
them. I said it was all lies.’
Having made this strange admission, he went on to proposition Joseph. First he 
asked him to undo his collar stud, which Joseph C. did, then James S. stripped 
off his clothes and got into bed. Next he put his right hand on Joseph’s left leg 
and in a quiet tone said ‘Put out the light’.
Joseph C. did not comply, and instead went to the sitting room to tell Scanlon, 
Mrs Boyce and some other boarders. He then went and told a policeman 
before turning in for the night at about twenty minutes past twelve. Early in the 
morning, naked, covered only by a quilt, Joseph C. awoke to find someone in his 
bed. Shouting out ‘What the fuck are you doing?’, he struck the intruder who 
fell out of the single bed. It was James S., dressed only in a shirt, who then 
scurried back to his own room while Joseph C. went to wake his mate Scanlon.
They both went and accosted James S., whom Jospeh C. called a ‘dirty low 
cow’, striking him again with his fist and belting him with a strap. The landlady 
arrived, pulled him off his victim and advised that the police had been called.
The upshot was that James S was charged, put through the Magistrate’s 
Court and committed to the Supreme Court. What the rights and wrongs of the 
matter really were is hard to interpret, but the incident is typical of many 
homosexual encounters in boarding houses all over Australia.
Boarding houses have now been largely replaced by flats, share-houses 
and cheap hotel and motel accommodation, but in past decades they were where 
short-term visitors and quite long-term residents lived. James S. seems to have 
been turfed out of his previous boarding house and was about to be moved on 
again. In evidence Mrs Boyce said that she ‘had heard something [about James 
S.] that isn’t very nice’, and had asked him to leave. She mentioned that 
James S. had wanted a fifteen-year-old boy to go up to his room, supposedly to
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unpack his bags, but that she had refused permission, because of the stories 
that she had heard.
Other clues can be found. James S. was described as a ‘western man of the 
“coffee-room” class’, indicating that he frequented the coffee houses of Brisbane, 
some of which had rather risque reputations and often were hangouts for 
homosexuals. Was James S. an early ‘coffeehouse queen’? The inference is 
that he had a history of seducing younger men, even though he had no police 
record, except for being in a punch-up on Boxing Day 1906. James S. in turn 
described Jospeh C. as part of the ‘Spring Hill push’, meaning part of an urban 
larrikin gang,22 which Joseph denied, saying he did not know where Spring Hill 
was. This is hardly likely for someone living halfway between Spring Hill and 
Fortitude Valley. The indication is that he was out for a good time, a bit of a 
larrikin and probably a drinker. Did the handsome Joseph C. ‘come on’ to aging 
James S.? The Brisbane Truth presented Joseph C. as an innocent handsome 
country man who escaped with his virtue intact. But how innocent was he? He 
must have been aware of James’ interest, and if so, why help him undress?23
Queensland canecutters, like those in Ray Lawler’s famous play Summer 
o f the Seventeenth Doll worked hard for half a year, then went south to relax 
and spend their money. Single men who were involved in the pastoral industry 
moved from town to town, staying in hotels and boarding houses, always making 
new acquaintances. When the two Queensland types got together, such as in 
Mrs Boyce’s boarding house, the result must just as often have been pleasing 
for both parties. Only when things went wrong are there records for us to 
puzzle over today.
The examples presented in this chapter suggest there were identifiable 
lesbians and gay men in the first decade of the twentieth century, particularly at 
two extremes: the wealthy but discreet professional classes and the more 
flamboyant lower orders. At least in Brisbane there was the beginning of quite 
a substantial gay scene. What George Chauncey concluded in his research on 
gay New York, 1890-1940 is probably also true for Brisbane. Chauncey found 
that there were pronounced class and ethnic differences in the rate at which 
different elements of the gay subculture progressed. The more financially secure 
were able to shape their lives more or less as they pleased. They could hold 
private gay house parties, and afford to keep their boyfriends in luxuries. For 
others, change was much slower. For them it was a world of Beats, hotel bars, 
coffee shops, movie houses, shared accommodation and closeted lives, hiding 
behind straight images, avoiding embarrassing situations and questions.
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Chapter Six
Cissies, Cinemas and a Bad Baronet 
1910s-1930s
By the 191 Os the Federation of the Australian British colonies was a decade old 
and Queensland was a State, integrated into a nation. Brisbane grew fast in the 
1870s and 1880s but during the following few decades Queensland’s population 
tended to increase more in the provincial towns and rural areas. In 1915 the 
Labor Party came to power with T J Ryan as Premier, beginning forty years of 
Labor rule through until 1957, broken only for three years, 1929-32, during the 
Depression. Ryan’s government and those which followed during the 1920s 
asserted government control over previously dominant meat and sugar 
companies, improved the wages and conditions of workers, initiated welfare 
measures such as baby clinics, and established contentious state enterprises. 
In 1922 Labor managed to stack the conservative Legislative Council with 
Labor appointees, who voted it out of existence, leaving Queensland as the only 
Australian State with a single House of Parliament.1 Despite all this political 
activity, Queensland remained socially conservative.
Technical innovations were being introduced in Queensland and all over 
Australia. Automobiles were becoming common, and electricity was available 
in larger urban centres, for illumination and power, enabling projection of moving 
pictures as public entertainment. Brisbane was changing — with grand picture 
palaces adorning its main streets and smaller versions established in the suburbs 
— but Queensland’s leading city still remained the Bush capital of Australia. 
However, there is evidence from the 1920s and 1930s that a discrete homosexual 
community had emerged and was flourishing in Brisbane, exhibited through 
hotels, house parties, effeminate types and a thriving Beat culture. At the same 
time little had changed in rural towns. The following case from Brandon in 
1911 could probably just as easily have come from the 1880s or 1890s.
Behind the Buggy Shed in Brandon, 1911
Chapter Five ended with the tale of a canecutter down in Brisbane after the 
crushing season. Coastal Queensland was dominated by the sugar industry, 
which makes it apt to begin this chapter with another cane story.
The year is 1911 and a labourer named William McA. was living in Brandon, 
a small sugar town on the Burdekin River in north Queensland. He had just 
spent the night drinking. A bit under the weather, at 11.50 pm he wandered 
away from the bar of the Club Hotel to urinate in the toilet behind the pub, still 
clutching a bottle of beer. As he made his way, drunken Richard G. loomed out
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of the dark, where he has been lurking. He worked at the hotel and lived in a 
room at the back o f the buggy shed. When asked for a drink William handed 
over the bottle, which was gratefully accepted. Then Richard asked William, 
‘Will you camp with me tonight?’, to which William replied ‘all right’ and off 
they went to the room behind the buggy shed.
Richard suggested William take his coat off but, as he placed it on the bunk 
Richard put his arms around him and undid the fly-buttons on his trousers. 
William was wearing neither braces nor belt nor undershorts, with the result 
that his pants dropped nearly to his knees, leaving his nether regions exposed 
Richard lifted up William’s shirt and quickly tried to insert his very erect penis 
into William’s backside. William told the police that he protested: ‘What caper 
is this you are coming at. This is not a game o f mine.’ Hitching up his trousers, 
he grabbed his coat and went off to the police. William and two constables 
returned but Richard was missing, found just metres away on the other side o f 
a fence, lying under a mango tree in a neighbouring cow yard masturbating. 
Still expressing interested in William, Richard supposedly said: ‘Can you do 
anything with that?’ William replied: ‘No, you dirty brute, I cannot’. Apparently 
not one to give up easily, Richard said ‘Come through the fence’, and exposed 
his backside to William, saying, ‘Stick yours in here’.
By that time the police were on the scene and despite his protests that they 
were ‘making a mistake’, Richard G. was arrested, initially for drunkenness, 
and later for attempted sodomy. He was committed by the Townsville 
M agistrate’s Court for trial at the next sitting o f the Supreme Court. Although 
a True Bill was filed, which shows the prosecution thought he had a case to 
answer, Richard G. was found not guilty and discharged.
Court evidence can be read at several levels. It has value just as criminal 
justice history, but it also depends rather on how you use it and how you interpret 
it. Let us ask some questions. The official hotel closing time was 6.00 pm so 
what was the publican doing still serving alcohol so close to midnight? The 
answer is that 6.00 pm closing was never really enforced. And why did William 
accept an offer to visit or stay in Richard’s room? Was it the beer talking, or 
something more like sexual interest? Brandon was (and still is) a very small 
place: William must have lived within a few streets o f the hotel. There is no 
explanation o f why he was so ready to visit Richard’s room at midnight, other 
than sexual interest.
Was this the only occasion that Richard had propositioned a drunk in the 
hotel back yard? Given his later provocative behaviour exposing himself under 
the mango tree one would suspect not. Was the real problem that he ‘came on’ 
so aggressively? If he had offered a quick blow-job might his approach have 
been accepted?
There is a final crucial piece o f evidence from William McA.:
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I was at Kelly’s [Club Hotel] at about half past ten on Wednesday night [when 
the incident occurred]. I don’t remember seeing you [Richard] there at that time.
I saw you at about 11.30 or 11.45. I was going around the back when I met you.2
What does that say about the lives of sugar labourers in 1911? Is this an 
isolated incident or was same sex behaviour common around working class and 
rural pubs? What had happened at the hotel an hour earlier? Had they arranged 
a meeting? There is no easy answer to this last question, but from close 
examination of the evidence from hundreds of similar Court cases it appears 
that however adept the accused are at pretending that it was a first offence or 
that they were drunk, there is ample evidence of habitual man-to-man sex 
throughout Australian history.
Brisbane’s ‘Cissies’ in 1920
William J. of Toowong, the 1907 Toowong ‘Queen’ mentioned in Chapter Five, 
would have been thirty-six years of age in 1920, possibly too old to have gained 
an invitation to the gay soiree described here. In 1920 Brisbane’s population 
was around 200,000, double the number that had lived there thirty years earlier, 
quite large enough to maintain a gay subculture. The growth was dramatic and 
urban facilities were often makeshift, incapable of meeting the needs of the 
growing city. Motor cars were becoming popular, joining the horse-drawn 
vehicles, trams and trains. Trams rattled along the inner city streets, continuing 
out to the nearby suburbs, and suburban trains operated along the Ipswich line.
Queensland’s capital city was beginning to change in other ways as well. A 
clearly discernible gay subculture was beginning to emerge. There was nothing 
new about male-to-male sex, which was commonplace in the very male 
environment of early Queensland. Beats, homosexual pick-up places, particularly 
along the Brisbane River and in parks, had been around since the 1860s, and 
possibly since convict times, 1820s to 1840s. But sometime early in the twentieth 
century we can locate the beginning of modem gay identity, or at least the 
emergence of the urban effeminate male. Gay males who wished to be easily 
identified adopted feminine characteristics or extremes in apparel. The general 
public recognised the type (or at least though that they could), and men who 
wished to have sex with men sought them out. Jack Lindsay in his 
autobiographical Life Rarely Tells makes reference to suspicion aroused in 
1920 when he and some friends, after graduation from the University of 
Queensland, decided to wear black silk bow-ties in public:
A small decision, it may seem to those who know not Australia. There the 
slightest oddity in dress, most of all anything that can be interpreted as the 
fashion of a queen (homosexual) is liable to bring about assault and battery from
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the tough Australian — at least it was in those days. A month or so back a 
visiting pianist suspected of queenery because of his coloured bow-ties, had 
been beaten up along the river walks. So our silk bow-ties were a genuine 
gesture of defiance. But though they often drew insults from passing lads, we 
were never put to the test of fisticuffs.3
It appears from Queensland records, and similar evidence from other Australian 
cities and overseas urban areas, that men who had sex with effeminate men 
were not necessarily classified as homosexual, as long as they maintained a 
dominant role. Mention has already been made o f two men from the 1890s, 
one a cross-dresser and the other an aristocratic dandy fond o f fancy dress, 
who were probably forerunners o f this effeminate type, but the first clear 
evidence o f an effeminate gay Brisbane man in Court records is from 1907. 
He seems to have been one o f an already established type —  an urban fancy 
man or city ‘Queen’, who picked up men in the city and took them home to 
have sex. The Court evidence makes much of his style o f dress and indicates 
that he was quite recognisable as a gay man.
By 1920 effeminate gay males were in evidence on the Brisbane social 
scene, just as they were in other Australian cities. Brisbane Truth, a newspaper 
which thrived on scurrilous gossip, divorce, and sexual deviance, carried a 
fascinating article, decrying the decline in morality that allowed young men to 
dress and behave like women. The writer denounced ‘the intermediate sex, 
that queer mixture o f genders which is becoming all too prevalent in this city’, 
adding that these ‘creatures are becoming so common that they have almost 
ceased to be a reproach.’
The newspaper reported on a ‘recent supper dance given by a well-known 
bachelor’ and the ‘Cissies’ who attended.
They were there in all their glory of carmined lips, powered faces, painted eyes, 
and long marcella waved hair. The ‘sisterhood’ affected the ‘brushback’ to such 
an extent that no man can wear such hair now without being suspected.
He went on to describe the gathering o f the ‘sisterhood’. There was no 
mistaking them.
One very pretty boy arrived at that party fully dressed in early Victorian costume, 
satin and lace gown decollete, showing beautiful arms and rounded shoulders, 
a pompadour wig and transparent silk stockings and ‘Louis Quatorze’ shoes. 
Believe me, ‘she’ was ‘some’ success. And be it known, that, these boys arouse 
great jealousy in the bosoms of their male admirers.
At the same party, a well-known man-about-town became quite petulant, 
threatening to leave because his own ‘Pretty Boy’ had asked a young lady to
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escort him to supper. The reporter was amused and disgusted to hear the 
dialogue between these two, which went something like this:
The man: ‘Now Perce, if you go into supper with her or sit with her, I shall go 
straight home, so there!’
The pretty boy: ‘Oh, Ciss, dear, don’t be foolish. Don’t make a scene, dear.’
The man: T don’t care. I will if you go into supper with her. I’ll go at once. I 
won’t stand it.’
The pretty boy: ‘Oh Ciss, do be reasonable; you’re upsetting yourself for 
nothing. You know she’s nothing to me. Don’t get cross, Ciss, dear, you’ll spoil 
my whole evening! ’
But ‘Ciss,’ with unreasonable rage, stamped his foot and carried on just like a 
jealous husband, and ‘Pretty Boy’ behaved very much like a naughty petulant 
wife, as with his right hand on his hip, and two fingers caressing his beautiful 
‘brushback,’ he cake-walked off in a huff. True to this threat, ‘Ciss’ left the 
dance, and all the evening that ‘Cissie boy’ could do nothing but pant and sigh, 
‘Oh, dear; I am so upset about poor old Ciss. You know he’s awfully jealous of 
me. I really loath to do anything to hurt him, because he’s so good to me. Oh, 
gracious me, there will be a terrible scene tomorrow. ’
Having expressed suitable outrage the Brisbane Truth writer went on to describe 
another scene:
The joy of one district at the present is a young effeminate who wears about his 
flat, a short cream pleated skirt, and a pink crepe-de-Chine dressing jacket, pretty 
slippers, and the usual boudoir cap. The joy of such creatures is to gather three 
or four at a time and have a little sewing bee. They are quite clever with the 
needle, and enjoy making pretty ‘undies’ of georgette and other luxurious 
materials. This type of creature belongs to all classes and the rich men who keep 
these degraded degenerates in idleness and luxury belong to all grades of society.
The moral drawn for the readers o f Brisbane Truth in 1920 was that their 
society was as degenerate as that of Greece and Rome, and that young men 
were being drawn into dissolute lives.4
What 2000s conclusions can we draw from this 1920s information? Quite 
clearly there was a gay house party scene operating in Brisbane by 1920 among 
the wealthy. Some well-off men were keeping ‘pretty boys’ as their catamites 
and encouraging their taste in fine clothes, crimped hair and feminine attire. 
The pattern o f gender-inversion is the same in Brisbane as in other large urban 
areas at the same time. Other evidence suggests that this house party scene 
was extended by inner-city coffee shops, some o f which were identifiable as 
early gay venues by the late 1930s and 1940s.
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Going to the Movies:
Mackay, 1922
In the 1920s and 1930s there were no gay venues in Queensland in the sense 
which they existed onwards from the 1970s. Men could always meet men in 
hotels, but the legal minimum drinking age was 21. Young men were not able to 
enter hotels, and young women of good reputation certainly did not do so. But 
a new form of entertainment, the advent of the moving picture from the 1900s, 
made lesbian and gay meetings much easier. Across the land movie theatres 
sprang up, initially showing shorts and sketches of only about ten minutes duration, 
but by the 1920s more usually screening full-length movies plus shorts. In the 
capital cities some small theatres screened only newsreels.
By the 1930s and 1940s the usual pattern in larger cities was continuous 
screening, the audience coming and going mid-movie at the place where they 
began viewing. Smaller towns had open-air movie theatres of varying levels 
of sophistication. All that a proprietor really needed was a projection camera, 
a screen and an enclosed space. Parents allowed their children to go to the 
movies, seemingly a safe supervised past-time. However, the semi-darkness 
of the movie palaces was a haven for sexual adventures, gay and straight.
Movie houses became major public entertainment centres onwards 
from the 1910s. In Mackay, then a small sugar town, the first movie 
theatres were the Star, the Alfresco, and the Star Court, all established in 
the early 1910s. In pre air-conditioned days movie theatres often had 
roofs which could be cranked open. The Star Court Theatre in Victoria 
Street was the grandest of the three. It accommodated up to 1,000 patrons 
in canvas seats at night, and could be cleared for use as a skating rink 
during the day. Touring theatrical shows also hired the movie theatres for 
their performances. The grandiose Royal, only demolished in the 1990s, 
was originally an open air theatre constructed in 1912.
The Olympic, another grand picture palace, built on the comer of Wood and 
Gordon Streets at about the same time as the Royal, continued screenings until 
1951. It is the scene of one 1922 sexual adventure recorded in the Court 
records. James M. worked at the Oriental Hotel in Wood Street. His friend, 
fourteen-year-old Charles P. was a shop assistant at Marsh and Websters, the 
biggest department store in the town. They had met in the store earlier that 
day. In evidence Charles stated that James had come up to him in the store, 
suggesting an assignation, but when rejected said ‘You are cunt struck’. A bit 
later James approached Charles again, this time saying, he would like to ‘slide 
one up’ him. Charles joked back, ‘Oh, that would hurt’, to be reassured by 
James that ‘with a little vaseline it would slide in easily’.
The pair arranged to meet at the Olympic that night, having a drink 
beforehand: James ordered a beer (indicating he was older than 21 ) and underage
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Charles asked for a lemonade. In the gloom of the Olympic they were observed 
by Constable Cullen, who noticed James put his hand on Charles’ lap. Charles 
was aware o f the presence of the policeman. ‘You’re a nark.’ said young 
Charles. The constable replied, ‘W hat’s that you say?’ Charles replied, ‘Move 
your seat, go into one o f the back ones. I’ve got a good thing on’. He nodded 
knowingly towards James. The constable, still in question mode, asked, ‘What 
is it?’ Young Charles replied, ‘It is dead good.’
Constable Cullen moved away but continued his observations, noting that they 
were ‘close together’. In fact from Charles’ evidence James had unbuttoned his 
fly and pushed Charles’ hand inside for a grope, then tongue-kissed him as well. 
Unobserved, Constable Cullen followed them when they left the theatre, back to 
James’s room at the rear of the Oriental Hotel. The constable listened outside 
the door: ‘Take off your clothes. I will take off my trousers’, said the forward 
fourteen-year-old. ‘Take the lot off5 said James, in anticipation. Next the constable 
heard the bed rattle and then a sucking noise, which was in fact fellatio in progress. 
Charles said ‘You are biting me’. James, tried a new position: ‘sit on my lap’ he 
said. Charles then asked ‘where is the vaseline?’ This was enough for the 
constable, who burst in. The result was a charge of gross indecency against 
James, leading to a sentence of twelve months with hard labour.5
Similar cases are recorded for other towns and in Brisbane, signifying that 
movie houses had become part o f the growing gay scene. Certainly by the 
1930s and 1940s movie theatres had become a standard dating place, where, 
deep in the slings o f the canvas seats, or in the double theatre chairs designed 
for lovers, tastefully located at the backs o f the theatres, canoodling and much 
more was possible in the semi-darkness. Gay men and youths could legitimately 
spend a great deal o f time at the movies. But not every couple had such 
salubrious surroundings. For one pair o f lovers during the Great Depression, 
hotels, the local cemetery and government Shelter Sheds for the unemployed 
provided their meeting places.
The Great Depression, 1930s
George K. and Robert J. met in 1936 at Mossman in north Queensland when 
they were both employed as labourers on Senator Thomas Crawford’s cane 
farm. George was fifteen and Robert somewhere in his thirties. A strange 
relationship began. Robert persuaded George to leave his parents and live and 
travel with him. He told the boy that his mother was a prostitute —  which 
seems to have been true —  and unfit to look after him, adding a threat that he 
‘had enough on her to send her to gaol’. Robert said ‘Come away with me. I’ll 
look after you’. After an altercation with George’s father in the main street o f 
Mossman they did just that. George and Robert set out for Rockhampton.
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It was the middle of the 1930s Depression, with work hard to get. George 
and Robert lived together with other unemployed men in the Shelter Shed in 
North Street, Rockhampton for four and a half months, living on State assistance, 
sleeping together in one bed, and sharing food. Then they worked their way 
back north to Innisfail, arriving there in early 1938, again living in a government 
Shelter Shed with other unemployed men, although this time they had a bunk 
each. They both received intermittent relief work, and it was there, according 
to young George, that Robert first made sexual advances, one night in the local 
cemetery. George claimed Robert threatened to bash him if he did not comply. 
They began a regular pattern of sex in the cemetery every second night until 
George got a job a month later as a kitchen-hand at nearby Goondie Sugar Mill, 
when the scene shifted to an Innisfail hotel.
Over several months George visited Robert every weekend for their sexual 
frolics, and occasionally Robert sneaked out to the Goondie Mill barracks 
where they had sex in George’s room. Kissing and mutual masturbation 
always led on to Robert inserting his penis, ‘which is very large’ partly into 
George’s posterior, then withdrawal and ejaculation over George, rather like 
a scene from a modern blue movie.
There was a constant undercurrent of violence and threat in the relationship, 
but there is also indication of something more as they had a joint bank account 
and there is evidence of a caring close relationship. Fifteen years old, George 
left his parents because Robert threatened to have his mother jailed. The sexual 
acts began when George was seventeen, supposedly because of the fear of 
physical violence. George reported that on one occasion Robert came out to 
the mill and struck him on the face for no reason, though from the Court evidence 
it seems likely that Robert was worried that he would lose him to a girlfriend. 
The police later told Robert that George ‘is still very much afraid of you and 
that you have often threatened to assault him and send his mother to gaol as 
well as himself if he said anything about your dealings with him’.
The final sexual acts took place at the Exchange Hotel in Innisfail. Eighteen- 
year-old George got every second weekend off, coming into town and sharing 
a room at the hotel with Robert. When he had to work on the other weekends, 
he still came into town late on Saturday to see Robert after work. The last 
occasion was Saturday 11th December 1938, then they both walked about the 
town for two hours before resorting to Robert’s bedroom at the hotel. The 
usual kissing, mutual masturbation and insertion took place, under duress as 
usual, according to George. One interesting piece of slang is recorded, as 
Robert said several times that he was going to ‘shoot a bishop’, presumably not 
a local prelate but an ejaculation of his semen. They parted after a walk around 
town, George promising to return the next night. Instead he went to the police.
It is not clear why George put up with Robert’s attentions and threats for 
many years if they were so unpleasant. Robert seems to have been jealous
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that George would start going out with girls, threatening to bash him and send 
him to gaol if he went near any females. Equally, at one stage when Robert 
was in a hospital George visited him every day, and, as already mentioned, their 
finances seemed to have been intertwined. George had a regular sexual 
relationship with Robert once or twice a week over several months, but despite 
this George claimed never to have reached ejaculation and to have been 
constantly under duress.
Do we have a young man finally tired o f his older very possessive lover and 
wanting to escape? Was George just a weak 50 kilos youth who could not resist 
a predatory, larger, older man? Did the exigencies o f life during the Depression 
force George into a relationship he later regretted? We will never know, but what 
the case gives us is a picture of itinerant gay life during the Depression. Studies 
o f hobo subcultures in the Depression in the United States reveal fairly rampant 
homosexual activity, and that it was common for older men to have younger 
lovers while they were on the road. It seems likely that the same pattern occurred 
among the itinerant unemployed in Australia in the 1930s.6
Baronet of Boggo Road:
Sir Siddartha Affleck, 1937-41
A very different type o f homosexual activity was going on in the inner-city 
Brisbane suburb of New Farm at the same time as this north Queensland couple 
were sorting out their relationship. Boggo Road Prison in Brisbane was 
Queensland’s main jail for several decades. It has housed many illustrious 
inmates, even the occasional Knight of the realm, but probably only one Baronet, 
Sir Frederick James Siddartha Affleck, 9th Baronet o f Dalham, County Suffolk, 
England. The ‘camera blackmailers’ case, as it became known, rocked Brisbane 
in 1937, when a Brunswick Street apartment building, still standing today, became 
infamous as a centre o f a gay pornography and blackmail racket.
The Honourable Sid Affleck first came to the attention o f the Queensland 
police in late 1937 when he and his brother Dalham, with Ernest Barker, were 
charged with conspiring to, and actually blackmailing John W. They had 
threatened to accuse John W., a blond twenty-one-year-old shop assistant at 
Pennys Department Store in nearby Fortitude Valley, of committing an act of 
gross indecency. One evening in early September, Dalham Affleck met John 
W on his way to All Saints Church, luring him back to his flat in the Avalon 
building in Brunswick Street ‘to see some eastern articles’ ? Once there, Dalham 
Affleck king-hit John W., knocking him out. The young man claimed to have 
regained consciousness to find himself lying on a bed wearing only his singlet, 
with the two Affleck brothers going through his belongings. While their victim 
was unconscious, the Afflecks had photographed him committing ‘gross 
indecency’, presumably oral sex, with Dalham Affleck. When the police raided
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the flat in November they found a camera concealed in the wardrobe, focussed 
on the bed, along with negatives and photos o f other young men in similar 
positions. In evidence the Afflecks admitted running a club for ‘jaded business 
men who desired to come there for a play-around and be photographed in the 
nude. We have never demanded money from any o f them and I can call them 
to prove it’ .8 During the Affleck’s tenancy, Flat G in the Avalon building seems 
to have become a gay brothel, the brothers providing themselves or other young 
men for sexual services for well-to-do business men, and indulging in a bit o f 
blackmail on the side.
The Afflecks wanted to blackmail John W., suggesting that he steal money 
from his employers to pay them. A week after the incident John W was so 
distressed that, in a state o f nervous collapse he had to consult his doctor. This 
was because the Afflecks had visited him at work, attempting further intimidation. 
John W., wisely, then told Pennys’ manager of the plot. The police became 
involved, providing John W with marked pound notes to give to the Afflecks. 
On 21 September Detective ‘Noby’ Clark went to the flat, finding Dalham 
Affleck and the marked notes. Later, when his younger brother and Barker 
returned from the movies, the detective took possession o f a series o f negatives 
‘o f Brisbane residents in indecent and revolting positions in the nude. And, with 
one lone exceptional female o f the species, the figures were all males’.9
Only one o f the negatives showed John W and Dalham Affleck, but Dalham 
featured in most o f them. Mr Justice Macrossan spoke to the jury on the 
nature o f the photo including John W., instructing them to place no stigma on 
the young man’s character, despite the Affleck’s protestations that their young 
victim led them on:
See that photograph. You will see from it, that the man whom that person is kissing 
has his left hand under the bed just about where the switch that sets off the 
flashlight is situated. And you will probably be satisfied that hand is the hand of 
D R Affleck. It does not appear to me that that chap was quite alive to the fact that 
his photograph was being token.... A manly looking chap he is too!10
John W. was not available to give evidence in the Novem ber trial because 
he had attempted to commit suicide by shooting him self on the day o f the 
Court proceedings.
Dalham and Sid Affleck were each sentenced to four years imprisonment 
with hard labour. Barker, who developed the photographs, received a suspended 
sentence o f two years with hard labour. In 1939 their request for the right o f 
appeal to the Full Court was refused and they remained incarcerated in Boggo 
Road Prison, where in July 1939 the Honourable Sid inherited his father’s title.11
Bom in the Brisbane suburb o f Wynnum in 1905 and educated in Crow’s 
Nest on the Darling Downs where his parents had a farm, Sid Affleck moved
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to Sydney in 1925. Soon involved in the criminal underworld, he was convicted 
o f breaking and entering houses and carrying an unlicensed gun. Declared a 
habitual criminal in 1932 when he was sent to prison for another three years, he 
was released ‘on licence’ in April 1937, returning to Brisbane. His brother 
Dalham also ran foul o f the law in Sydney, moving back to Brisbane where he 
established a school o f dramatic art, and wrote and produced several plays, 
including radio plays. The brothers also ran a florist’s shop in the city. Dalham 
was described by the Sunday Mail as a man of considerable talents, who, 
‘when in funds, was one o f the best-dressed and smartest looking men to be 
seen in Queen Street’.12
Presumably their return had something to do with the health of their eighty- 
three-year-old father Sir Frederick Danby James Affleck.13 The title dated 
back to the eighteenth century but most o f the wealth and the family seat, 
Dalham Hall, had left the family before Sid and Dalham’s father settled in 
Queensland. The Afflecks claimed to have been defrauded of £400,000 by a 
crooked solicitor early in the twentieth century, which was always brought up 
by Sid Affleck to explain his antisocial ways. Sid’s father had never expected 
to inherit the title, but did so when his cousin died childless in 1919. The 8th 
Baronet had lived in Queensland since the 1880s, owning farms at Buderim, 
Crow’s Nest, at Maroochydore, Mooloolah and Landsborough. Sir Frederick 
took over the National Hotel in Petrie Bight, Brisbane in 1903. In his later 
years he lived at Dunwich on Stradbroke Island in Moreton Bay, then in old age 
moved to another coastal area, Scarborough, in 1937, a pathetic, blind and poverty- 
stricken figure, further humiliated by his sons’ misdeeds in Brunswick Street.14
The 9th Baronet and his brother were released from Boggo Road Prison in 
1941 but Sir Sid managed to return for another six months almost immediately 
when he was apprehended for stealing a man’s belongings from the Salvation 
Army’s Peoples’ Palace in the city. His grieving mother was interviewed by 
Truth in December 1941, after Sir Sid had resumed his residence in prison. It is 
not often that a mother has to confront having given birth to two criminals who 
turned to gay pornography and prostitution for a living. She spoke of the ‘curse of 
the Afflecks’, supposed to have been visited on the family over generations.15
The 1937 ‘camera blackmailers’ case gives us an indication that there was 
a reasonably sophisticated homosexual network operating in Brisbane in the 
late 1930s, capable o f being exploited commercially. The Affleck brothers 
disappear from view in 1941. The title is no longer current, indicating presumably 
that the 9th Baronet never married and that there were no cousins to whom it 
could pass.16 Today, the Avalon apartments in Brunswick Street remain in 
good repair, the street comer now a well-known haunt for prostitutes, both 
male and female. One cannot help thinking that if Sid and Dalham Affleck had 
still been living there they would have had a hand in organising their activities.
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Beats and Possession of Public Space
Brunswick Street in Fortitude Valley and New Farm had become commercial 
long before urban regeneration and gentrification in the 1990s turned the New 
Farm end into Brisbane’s premier street of restaurants. Prostitutes, both females 
and a few men in drag, have loitered on its street comers late at night for 
decades, taking their customers to the backseats of cars, back streets or nearby 
houses. Soliciting from street comers replaced the more private permanent 
brothels which were once found at the Botanic Gardens end o f the inner-city 
streets and in South Brisbane. Until the 1990s, sex workers continued to live 
dangerously, working the streets with little protection. Then in 1992 single 
prostitutes were allowed to operate from private homes, and in 1999 legislation, 
in force from mid-2000, ‘Boutique’ brothels were allowed, limited to five rooms, 
restricted to commercial and industrial areas.
Just as it would be possible to map and describe the brothels and commercial 
sex areas o f Brisbane, it is also possible to map Brisbane’s gay Beats. The 
pattern which emerges from the historical records is centred on inner-city 
parklands, undeveloped urban areas, and train, tram and ferry terminals. Several 
o f Brisbane’s oldest parks have been Beats for decades: Albert and Wickham 
Parksand the Botanic Gardens in the central city area, Graceville Park, Dutton 
Park in West End, Marchant Park in Chermside. One of Brisbane’s earliest 
Beats, a huge fig tree and a toilet block in Eagle Street in the centre of the city, 
was overtaken by redevelopment in the 1980s. The fig tree remains, its surrounds 
reduced in size and rather forlorn. The toilet block has gone, but not before 
some of its regular visitors souvenired bricks from the demolition.
An old quarry in Leichhardt Street, Spring Hill, shows up in the Court records 
twice, in 1914 and 1925, which may indicate that it was a favourite gay haunt 
early this century. The 1925 case provides us with a good description. A 
school boy earned two shillings by leading his older partner to the ‘tunnel’:
The ‘Quarries’ were located between the Leichhardt State School and the Lady
Lamington Hospital. At that time they occupied a large area....It was overgrown
in some places with lantana bushes and in one section the bushes had been 
grown over to create an enclosed tunnel. In the tunnel were piles of paper which 
resembled a rough bed... [T]hose outside could not see in even in daylight hours.17
In the 1914 case at the same place Daniel B., who worked in a saddler’s shop in 
Fortitude Valley, was charged with ‘gross indecency with a male’, William K. a 14- 
year-old blacksmith’s apprentice. William and his two friends met Daniel outside 
the Continuous Pictures Cinema in the Valley. William asked Daniel for the one- 
penny entrance money, which he provided, accompanying them to the movies. 
Afterthe movie Daniel suggested a quick diversion down the back lane behind Foy
102 Sunshine and Rainbows
and Gibson’s shop. William declined, saying it was too public. Instead they settled 
on the quarries in Leichhardt Street, which was close to William’s parents’ home.
At the quarry Daniel pulled down William’s trousers and asked him to lay 
face down. ‘He then got on top o f me and stuffed me’, said William, whose 
reward was two shillings and a bottle o f cola at Taylor’s fruit shop. In evidence 
William mentions telling his friends about the ‘stuffing’ :
I couldn’t say if they have taken money for being stuffed. I never got any money 
before. I was never stuffed before. I didn’t know it was a wrong thing for me to let 
him stuff me. I wasn’t frightened of being stuffed. I didn’t mind it. He didn’t hit me.
William’s friends, a fourteen-year-old and a fifteen-year-old, had reported the 
incident to the police. The fourteen-year-old recorded his understanding o f ‘ stuffing’ :
I know what stuffing is, so does [William]. I have talked to [William] about it, we 
often talk about stuffing. We meet nearly every night and talk about stuffing 
nearly every night.
The case was tried in October 1914. Daniel B.’s only defence was that he had 
been suffering with paralysis and did it to manipulate his back! This inventive 
medical excuse did not save him from a sentence o f one year’s prison with hard 
labour, although the sentence was suspended and he was released on sureties.18
The banks o f Brisbane River and the ferry terminals and bridges which linked 
them feature constantly in Court cases. The south bank of the river became the 
most northerly port in New South Wales in the 1840s, separate from the 
government settlement on the opposite bank. Supplies for the Darling Downs 
and other southern pastoral areas were landed on the south bank, with no need to 
pass over to the government side. Ferry services linked the two urban settlements 
until a temporary wooden bridge was constructed in 1865, replaced by a permanent 
metal and concrete bridge in 1874, named in honour of Queen Victoria. This 
bridge functioned until it was partially swept away in the 1893 floods, but was 
soon replaced.19 Perhaps right from the time of the ferry terminals o f the 1840s, 
and certainly once the bridge was constructed in 1865, the banks o f Brisbane 
River became the centre of Brisbane’s Beat culture. The southern Queensland 
railway terminated at South Brisbane railway station from the 1880s. Victoria 
Bridge became an important thoroughfare carrying pedestrian and tram traffic 
across to the north bank, and in the 1930s South Brisbane became the terminus of 
the rail from the southern states. Traffic passed over the bridge into the city and 
Roma Street Railway Station, the beginning of the narrow-gauge Queensland rail 
system to the north. The Grey Street Bridge was built in the 1930s, a more direct 
connection between South Brisbane and Roma Street Station.
The surrounds o f the bridges and ferries seem always to have been a focus 
o f man-to-man sexual activity, the centres o f Beats, male-appropriated public
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space. The nearby toilet block on the river bank, and the stairs leading down to 
the river on the North Quay side of the bridge, seem to have been central to the 
Beat, although men looking for men also promenaded along the bridge and 
frequented the river bank at the Peel Street end.
One night in March 1938 at about 10.45 p.m., twenty-three-year-old Dominic 
M. was standing at the edge of Victoria Bridge on the South Brisbane side. A 
sixty-seven-year-old man named Smith came up to him and spoke about a boat 
passing by, then asked Dominic to buy him a drink. Not put off by refusal, he 
began running his hand over Dominic’s backside, then asked him to go for a 
walk near Cremome Theatre. They ended up sitting on the river bank near 
Peel Street, in the shadows of the bridge. It was here that Smith asked Dominic 
to take down his trousers and to lie on his stomach. He was just getting mounted 
when plain-clothes Constable Higney, who had been observing the couple and 
was suspicious of their intentions, flashed his torch on them. Dominic was 
found guilty but was discharged with a bond and two sureties. Smith, who had 
a long record of offences and imprisonment, was found guilty and sentenced to 
fifteen months prison with hard labour.20
Several more cases involving Victoria Bridge and its surrounds are recounted 
in Chapter Seven, dealing with the war years. After the war, in 1947, there 
was a strange case where the thirty-two-year-old Secretary of Tunley’s Pty 
Ltd, of South Brisbane got a fifteen-year-old office boy drunk after work and 
seduced him, before the pair walked across the bridge and went down the steps 
to the river at the North Quay end, where a bout of masturbation occurred, this 
time in view of a policeman. The older partner received a three-year suspended 
sentence and a three-year good behaviour bond.21
Another interesting case occurred in 1950 when David D. was found having 
oral sex with Francis R. on the steps leading down to the river on the North 
Quay side. Both must have been pretty drunk as they were standing under a 
street light, oblivious to the approaching uniformed police. In an interview with 
the arresting officer David D. said:
I had a few rums at the pubs about the town and then came up to North Quay to look 
at the river. I was just standing here when that other man came and stood beside me.
He did not speak, he undid his fly and took out his penis. I then sat on a rail and put 
his penis in my mouth with my hand and started sucking and was sucking when you 
caught us. [The policeman] said, ‘This is a serious offence.’ He said, ‘I could not 
control myself. When I have a few rums, something seems to come over me. ’ I said,
‘the other man says that you undid his fly. ’ He said, ‘That is not right. He undid his 
fly himself and took out his penis. I put it in my mouth with my own hand. ’22
Even so, David D. pleaded guilty and was fined £10 in lieu of two months 
imprisonment.
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Victoria Bridge is still there, carrying cars and pedestrians across to the 
Southbank Cultural Centre and the riverside parks, but access to the river bank 
under the bridge is now quite restricted by the exigencies of urban development. 
Brisbane’s Beat culture has refocused to different locations.
How far back in history can we trace Beats? Garry Wotherspoon suggests 
that Hyde Park in Sydney has had a reputation as a homosexual rendezvous 
since the 1830s, and similarly Melbourne’s inner-city gardens. Various Sydney 
beaches and bathhouses had reputations as Beats by the early decades of this 
century. In Brisbane several of the oldest parks in the central city areas are 
Beats, their reputations certainly going back to early this century.
In these politically correct days many males will not admit to ever having 
‘done the Beats’, yet Beats continue to be popular and part of the gay male 
scene. There appears to be no equivalent lesbian appropriation of public space, 
presumably partly related to the lack of freedom society allows women to move 
safely in the public domain, and also to the different nature of female sexuality. 
This Beat theme will be taken up again in Chapter Nine.
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Chapter Seven
‘Tropical Sexy Animality’: 
Queensland at War, 1942-45
Growing up in Brisbane in the thirties and forties meant alignment with a shabby 
town, a sprawling timber settlement on a lazy river; meant heat and dust and the 
benefits of the sub-tropics — brighter trees, tougher sunlight, slower-moving 
people and a delicious tendency to procrastinate. I think it was the weather.1
This was the sleepy Brisbane of Australian literary identity Thea Astley’s childhood. 
In 1941 about 344,000 people lived in Brisbane, about one-third o f the population 
o f the vast State. The actual city area was small, buildings o f no great height: 
verandahs were still common on inner-city buildings, the Town Hall clock-spire 
dominating the city-scape. The inner-city was crowded with clanging trams and 
when the theatres and cinemas were in session, the centre of Brisbane was 
crowded and bustling. Once away from the centre, dusty unpaved suburban 
streets with grass footpaths, lined with verandahed Queensland-style single-story 
weatherboard houses on black wooden posts, many on quarter-acre blocks, 
completed the scene. Wartime Brisbane was a sprawl o f unsewered suburbs, 
each backyard decorated with a quaint wooden toilet screened by choko or 
passionfruit vines, next to the wire-netted chicken and duck run. Horse-drawn 
carts delivered milk, bread, ice and beer, and ‘night-soil’ was collected once each 
week. Brisbane, despite hosting quite sophisticated cultural activities, was still an 
overgrown country town servicing a rural State.2
The Second World War caused an enormous disruption to Australian society 
and inadvertently furthered the development o f what became a flourishing gay 
and lesbian subculture after the war.
Australia’s citizens were mobilised for war: men and women joined the 
armed services; women joined the Land Army to work in agriculture and industry, 
replacing men who had gone off to fight; and civilians’ rights were secondary 
to all military needs. Even men who were part o f the small urban gay subculture 
enlisted willingly to help save Australia. The devastation o f war also changed 
military policy towards homosexuals, in Australia and the USA. Mass mobilisation 
meant that barriers precluding ‘homosexual-types’ from entering the armed 
forces were lowered. Many other men, who might not usually have been 
involved in homosexual behaviour, lived day-by-day, expecting to die in battle, 
taking their pleasures wherever they found them. The war also allowed women 
to enter the workforce and to achieve freedoms never available before. 
Brisbane became a military garrison, as Peter Charlton recounts:
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More than any other Australian city, Brisbane was literally a city at war between 
1942 and 1945. For its permanent residents, it was impossible to escape uniforms 
in the streets, in the pubs or cafes, in the shops, at the races or the football. This 
sleepy country town had been converted into a garrison; its quiet, comfortable 
social fabric changed by the huge influx of fit young men who, far from home, 
were lonely, bored, thirsty and always in need of female company.3
As a major headquarters o f the Allied Forces counter-offensive the wartime 
transient troop population was somewhere around one million, mainly males. At 
the peak o f the war around 80,000 Americans were in Brisbane at anyone time, 
amongst the total population o f almost half a million. The flamboyant American 
Commander-in-Chief for the South Pacific, General Douglas MacArthur, was 
based in the AMP building on the comer o f Queen and Edward Streets, lived in 
Lennons Hotel, and moved about the city in a motorcade with motorcycle outriders. 
Australian Army Headquarters occupied the newly-built University of Queensland 
sandstone buildings in St Lucia, under command of General Sir Thomas Blarney, 
whose ‘Base Section Three’ staff included 25,000 military and civilian personnel. 
Concrete pillboxes appeared in the streets, sandbag walls surrounded major city 
buildings, schools and private houses had their own slit-trenches, all ready for air­
raids. Buildings were requisitioned and whole suburbs developed new characters: 
racial segregation o f American troops meant the central suburbs on the south 
side o f the river were declared a black ghetto.4 David Malouf, eight years old 
when the American invasion began, remembers the scene:
The whole city had taken on the aspect of an armed camp, and there were 
rumours that when the Japanese landed the whole country to the north would 
be scorched and abandoned in the Russian manner and a last stand made at 
Brisbane. We were suddenly in the front line...
Troop transports rumbled day and night, ferrying soldiers from the Interstate 
Station, where the New South Wales line ended [South Brisbane railway station], 
to Roma Street, where they would board one of the slow narrow-gauge lines to 
the north. Anti-aircraft guns were set up on the city’s high places and the sky at 
night was crisscrossed with the shafts of giant search-lights, moving pale among 
the clouds, creating in the blackout a ghostly reflected light that you could 
actually read by if you half-opened the Venetians. Our sleepy sub-tropical 
town, with its feathery palm trees and its miles of sprawling weatherboard, was 
on the news-reels. It was the gateway to that part of The War that was raging all 
over the islands now, just a thousand miles away.5
The militarisation o f Brisbane was oppressive o f its citizens’ liberty, but the 
presence o f the troops also expanded the city’s provincial cultural boundaries. 
The influx provided an instant stimulus for the small artistic and literary 
community, and changed tastes in music almost overnight.
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The armed forces’ personnel created new needs and circumstances. Michael 
McKeman described Brisbane bursting at the seams with troops and social problems:
The city could not cope with the influx. Soldiers packed into restaurants and 
hotels, fought for the few places available, and then wandered aimlessly about 
a city where, in fact, there was little entertainment or diversion. Bars opened 
only between 12.30 p.m. and 1.15p.m. and again between 5.15 p.m. and 6.15p.m. 
and by April 1942 pickets had been placed on hotels and dance halls to prevent 
trouble. Within months military police forced Australian troops and Americans 
into strict segregation; each had clearly defined areas where they might drink or 
dance but other parts of Brisbane became ‘no go’ areas to them. With too few 
facilities catering for so many men the strains became intolerable and even the 
best restaurants imposed barbarous conditions, encouraging bad behaviour.6
The troop presence also provoked sexual liberation and excess. Never before 
or since has Brisbane seen so much sexual activity from so many fit young men 
with no thought for the future. The troops knew they stood good chances of 
dying in action in the Pacific, which made them all the more determined to 
indulge their sexual pleasures. While many Queenslanders treated the visiting 
Americans, and their own troops, like honoured guests, adopting them into their 
families and giving them a home-away-ffom-home, and the ‘majority o f good 
girls didn’t ‘put out’ ‘, there were lots that did. Prostitution, and ‘good time girls 
and boys’ were the order o f the day.7 Brothels had always existed, particularly 
in Margaret and Albert Streets in the city, and in South Brisbane, but during the 
war there were more than twenty operating.8 Queues o f white servicemen 
formed out into the streets down around the Botanic Gardens. Higher-class 
establishments catered for American officers in plush suburbs like Hamilton, 
while the segregated Black Americans congregated at the Trocadero dancehall 
in Melbourne Street and around the nearby brothels, specifically for them, staffed 
by white and indigenous women.9 Donald Friend, later a famous Australian 
artist and an openly gay man, was in Brisbane during these years. Friend first 
visited far north Queensland in 1932 when he was seventeen years old, returning 
to Cairns and Torres Strait in 1940-41. In 1942 he joined the AIF and the next 
year was transferred to Brisbane for several months. His word picture o f 
Brisbane is acerbic but perceptive:
...it had changed much from peace days. On the southern side ofthe River all the 
negroes live, and are not supposed to come over the bridge at all. Their part of 
town is very squalid and rickety. I saw some of the girls who were evacuated 
from Thursday Island when I was up north in ‘41. They seem to be running 
brothels for the negroes, and everyone is very happy and violent in that part.
The feeling of animal violence is rather peculiar to Queensland. A sort of hot 
and tropical sexy animality that you don’t see in N.S.W. I react to it with a
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mingling of fascination, curiosity and fear. Queenslanders don’t seem to live 
much in the mind: they resort to the body for all the motifs of their life...10
‘Over-Sexed, Over-Paid and Over-Here’:
Americans in Queensland
The Japanese might have threatened an invasion, but the real invading force 
was actually the American servicemen. They were in Queensland while in 
transit to the war-front, for jungle and other military training, and for rest and 
recreation, which involved taking whatever sexual pleasures were on offer 
from Australians, male and female. Some Americans were quite gay when 
they arrived, while others were just looking for any kind of sexual relief. Huge 
drag parties were held at the American Army Camp at Ascot, which revolved 
around a group of fifteen servicemen who had been sent down from New 
Guinea where they had been caught at a jungle drag party, draped in nothing but 
orchids. They spent several months held at Camp Ascot on what was called a 
‘Section 8’: meaning they had no duties other than to answer roll call at 8.00 
am each morning. One of them, ‘Hortense’ later worked at Fabulous Finocchios 
in San Francisco as a female impersonator.11
One Australian ex-soldier remembers his innocent blond good looks and 
very camp behaviour gaining admiring glances while he was with America 
troops in Queensland. He was told, ‘My God, you are fruit!’12 Another ex- 
serviceman has fond memories of the Brownouts in Brisbane when lights dimmed 
to deceive the enemy provided wonderful cover for sexual activities with the 
Americans. Riding in the central lower section of the tram carriage was a good 
way to pick up soldiers— those standing on the foot-rails presented their crotches 
at just the right height to nestle against, accidentally. Frank Mitchell, the owner 
of the Pink Elephant cafe mentioned in Chapter Eight, spent part of the war in 
Brisbane. His job with Signals necessitated six-day shifts followed by two to 
three days of leave during which time he was billeted in a hotel, allowing him 
freedom to entertain in his room. Mitchell remembers being thrown out of one 
hotel because the management became embarrassed over the number of 
Americans beating on his door.13
Willing local youths joined the more seasoned camp men in competing with 
their sisters for American largesse in short and long term sexual liaisons. The 
phrase ‘cock sucker’ seems to have entered Australian English during the war. 
One Brisbane man who was a teenager in the 1940s remembers that Americans 
on leave stayed at the YMCA or in the People’s Palace:
You had to sneak in quickly when the staff at the front desk were turned away.
The best way to get Yanks was to go into the showers. You’d walk around fully 
dressed, while they were naked under the open showers and wait for 
developments. Two shillings and six pence was the going rate for a head job.14
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One Townsville man who was fourteen in 1942 has fond memories o f the free 
services he provided for the troops. Often when his mother thought that he had 
cycled off on a message to the shops, he was down at the tents providing relief 
to willing Americans. The gay Americans made sure they shared tents with 
servicemen of like mind, which left him no problem dealing with three in one 
blow (so as to speak).15 A Brisbane man of similar age tells stories o f his 
youthful experiences when he took the tram to town to pick-up American 
servicemen in the city parks.
Charles Osborne, later an internationally renown music critic, but during the 
war a student at Brisbane High School, remembered his barber, ‘a mindless and 
by no means compensatingly pretty queen’ confiding in him that he earned large 
sums of money several nights a week during the war helping out at the brothels:
When they get so busy that the girls can’t cope, the Madam rings me up and I 
go across the river and put on me drag and me Ginger Rogers wig. I can do about 
a dozen blow-jobs an evening, at thirty bob a time.16
Osborne’s barber was not the only Brisbane man who dressed in women’s 
clothing and offered sexual services. One July Friday night in 1943 at about 11 
o ’clock, twenty-five-year-old Sydney S., wearing a woman’s two-piece frock 
with a scarlet cape, veil, and high-heeled shoes, topped off with a long auburn 
wig, solicited two Allied sailors at the Beat in Wickham Park. A ten-shilling fee 
was agreed upon, after which the trio set off to find a room at nearby boarding 
houses, locating a suitable room in Leichhardt Street. Sydney S. took them into 
the room, quickly turned the light out and disrobed, ready to earn his money. 
However, the sailors soon discovered he was a man, not a woman, left, and 
complained to the police. In the resultant case, Sydney S., who worked as a 
porter in a city hotel, was sentenced to six months imprisonment. He admitted 
that he had been ‘doing this sort o f thing’ since he was sixteen, and the Sunday 
Sun managed to unearth three photos o f him, provocatively posed in alluring 
female costumes.17
Many Australian youths developed quite long-term relationships with visiting 
Americans, fifty years later still remembering with great tenderness the Major from 
Kansas or the Black Corporal from the Mississippi. Bill Lawler was one of these:
The only American Servicemen you couldn’t get was a Marine. You’d never 
dare ask a Marine. But I had a lovely three-year association with a Captain in the 
Air Corps. He was part Negro and quite beautiful.18
His friend, Gene Saint, also had a long term American boyfriend, a Staff 
Sergeant, who he stayed with on weekends in a Brisbane hotel and later 
visited in New York.19
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Americans also frequented the established Beats, but as historian Garry 
Wotherspoon concluded, men found frequently on Beats during the war should 
not necessarily be classed as gay:
Many men for a variety of reasons, would have been willing to go to a beat for 
sexual adventure. Here, then, must have been a large number of men for whom 
the disparity between their experiences of sexual encounters with other men, 
and what society called such men and such erotic acts, would have been most 
keenly felt.20
Americans seem to have had no problems finding their way to the Beats along 
Brisbane River, up on Wickham Terrace, or in Anzac Square. And the youths 
of Brisbane were certainly entertaining the troops. Desmond F., a drinks’ waiter 
at Lennons Hotel knew his way around. He seems to have alternated between 
the ‘Flame’ and the Terrace:
I went up to the ‘Flame’ [of Remembrance in Anzac Park] one night with Merv.... 
Merv introduced me to some boys there. They were Queens. A few nights later 
I went up to Wickham Terrace and I met a Yank soldier there and he took me out 
to the Rainworth tram terminus where I did it to him. He gave me ten bob.21
Desmond later made the same trip with an Australian soldier.
Not all the pickups were with young men. One night in July 1944 a twenty- 
two-year-old American soldier was doing the Beat at the public toilets in William 
Street, where he picked up sixty-three-years old John B. The police saw them 
talk for a while, then the American gave John B. a cigarette and they walked 
off down William Street, John with his arm around the American’s shoulders. 
They were followed into a dark part of Margaret Street where they were 
discovered sheltering under a bush behind a building, masturbating each other. 
The Australia was well known to the police who spoke to him by name. He 
admitted that they were ‘pulling each other off’, but pleaded that the American 
not be charged as ‘It’s my fault.’ John B. received a 12-month sentence for 
committing an act of gross indecency with a male person.22
Later the same year an American sailor was well and truly caught with his 
pants down. He and his compatriot were drinking flagon wine up on the 
Wickham Terrace Beat with a thirty-eight-year-old Australian wardsman from 
Royal Brisbane Hospital. They all wandered up to Leichhardt Street and settled 
down in front of a shop. One of the sailors left to buy some more wine, leaving 
the other sitting with the Australian. One thing led to another and soon Walter 
S. had his lips firmly puckered around the sailor’s penis, the position he was in 
when caught in the beam of Constable Jurds’ torch soon after. Judged guilty, 
the Australian was released on £50 bond and bound over to stay out of Court 
for two years.23
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War is never glorious. Men and women, in the armed forces and as civilians, 
find themselves trapped in global machinations. But on an individual level we 
need to acknowledge that war loosens sexual inhibitions, sometimes allowing 
more freedoms than times o f peace.24 It is also quite noticeable that by the 
1930s and 1940s sentences for homosexual offences had been reduced or were 
suspended, with good behaviour bonds substituted as the major punishment.
Com rades-in-Arms:
Australia’s Fighting Men
If one were to believe certain leaders o f the Returned Service Mens League 
there were no homosexual men in the Australian armed forces in the Second 
World War. Our soldiers, airmen and sailors were all m asculine (i.e. 
heterosexual) types. They were mates, cast in the image o f the Australian 
bushmen who fought in the Boer War and the ANZACS of the First World 
War. But Court cases, oral history and diaries from the war years tell us 
otherwise. Youths in coastal Queensland were just as available to the Australians 
as to the Americans, and sometimes more so. Because they were more exotic 
and were able to provide better presents, the Americans usually had first call 
on the young women, leaving the returning Australians as the second best option.
In a book published just after the war, Donald Friend described a dance for 
Servicemen at Brisbane Town Hall in 1945. The women, often really only 
teenagers, were wearing heavy make-up and j itterbugging away with the 
Americans, while the Australian men stood at the back:
The few Australian soldiers were pathetic. The girls woudn’t dance with them.
They huddled together in a little bunch, staring pop-eyed at the mad witches’
sabbath, and swearing furiously.25
This scene might go part of the way to explain why Brisbane’s youths found 
Australian troops so available. Movie houses were good pick-up places, aided 
and abetted by Australian government policy : according to one Brisbane man 
who was in his mid-teens during the war, the Army issued singlets but not 
underpants, which meant that you ‘could always get your hand up the leg o f 
those baggy shorts, unencumbered’. His nick-name for one George Street 
cinema was ‘the grope show’.26
But homosexuality was also widespread within the Australian Armed Forces. 
Donald Friend’s diaries provide a detailed picture o f male-to-male sexuality in 
the Australian and American armed forces. His never suppressed his 
homosexuality and seems to have had no trouble meeting like-minded men:
Last night I got home to find Bobby and a young sailor (whose name is also
Bob) with whom we’d caroused the other night, asleep in my room. I woke them
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up and Navy Bob got out a lot of beer and two bottles of whiskey. Edgar arrived 
and contributed hamburgers, avocado pears and strawberries. It was quite a 
session, but leisurely and fairly quiet...
After lunch we saw a film and then went for drinks at the Criterion with the crowd 
(Jack the artistic sailor and all the rest of the gay throng)...
Now that Bobby has gone, Navy Bob has decided to move into my room, so it 
looks as though he may figure largely in future incidents. He is very young — 
nineteen — in every way. A nice kid, rather scatter brained, pleasant looking 
(pink — or rosy, blue eyes and all that sort of thing) and affectionate in a sort of 
unthinking cuddle-puppy way. No experience of the world, not much education 
and certainly not burdened with much brain. But a nice kid. Hope he won’t be 
a nuisance.27
Donald Friend was quite at home with his sexuality, but not all Australians 
found picking up men as easy. Take the case o f Vivien S. who was attached to 
the Naval Reserve in Brisbane in May 1940. He was in full uniform, navy blue 
trousers and jumper with collar, and a white cap with a black band bearing the 
words HMAS. Vivien had hired a taxi to take him to various hotels, including 
the Shamrock in the Valley and the Breakfast Creek Hotel. The next stop was 
the Exhibition stockyards where Vivien told the cabbie he was to meet a friend. 
This was obviously a ruse, as what Vivien really wanted was the cab driver. 
As the cabbie reported to the police, the naval man said, ‘Come on darling let 
me have it’, as he pushed him to the ground and pulled down his trousers, 
smothering the surprised cabbie with kisses on his face and neck. This mistake 
left Vivien rather out o f the war effort for the next twelve months while he did 
hard labour in Boggo Road Prison.28
The next year a twenty-two-year-old able seaman from HMAS Adelaide 
was spotted by Constable Thomas who was walking past the Druid’s Hall in 
George Street. The very drunken sailor was standing with his back to the wall 
while a thirty-seven-year-old musician was busy squatting in front o f  him, his 
hands on the sailor’s thighs, his lips at work around the nautical erect penis. 
Constable Thomas asked, ‘What were you doing in the door way with the 
sailor?’ The Brisbane man replied, T was looking for a room for the night.’ 
The constable was no fool: T h a t’s a funny way to look for a room with that 
sailor’s penis in your mouth. ’ The reply was that T thought that I would try it to 
see what amusement they got out o f it’. But he would not have been amused 
long when he was sentenced to nine months hard labour.29
Another naval case occurred in March 1945. An Australian civilian Frank 
B. was married but his wife would not let him consummate the marriage as she 
did not want to have a child until after the war. The man was, understandably, 
frustrated, although this is not quite enough to explain his tastes in men. He
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was hanging around the public lavatory in William Street near the Queen Street 
wharf when he was noticed by the police, who followed him and an Australian 
sailor to waste ground beside the river. The police listened for sounds of 
movement, then switched on their torches, catching the sailor lying on his back 
on the ground, the fly of his trousers unbuttoned, and the civilian very busy 
providing fellatio as his contribution to the war effort. The civilian was very 
contrite and confessed everything, but the sailor insisted that he had been 
‘seduced by that bastard’. The civilian received twelve-months suspended 
sentence and a good behaviour bond.30
Victoria Bridge features in several cases during the Second World War. 
Thei toilet block at the city end of the bridge was always something of a pick-up 
place. In July 1944 a youth was picked up outside the toilets by an older man in 
Air Force uniform. The fourteen-year-old was out on a cold winter’s night 
because his parents had an argument concerning him, which may well have 
had to do with his sexuality. The serviceman and the youth set out looking for 
short-term accommodation for the youth, visiting the Canberra and Grand Central 
Hotels and then the People’s Palace, before returning to the bridge and 
disappearing onto the river bank under it. Sergeant Cronau accosted the youth:
‘Were you down under the bridge with that man tonight?’ He replied, ‘yes.’ I 
said, ‘I suspect that you and that man committed some offence between 
yourselves whilst you were down under the Victoria Bridge... Did that man have 
camal knowledge of you?’ He replied, ‘No’. I said, ‘Were you playing with each 
other’s penis down under the bridge tonight’? He replied, ‘Yes sir. We were, but 
I wouldn’t have done it only he offered me 5/- to pull him off, and I though the 5/
- might be handy for me to get a room for the night.
In his defence statement the air force man admitted that the youth had 
approached him:
I thought he was one of those sorts of lads that hang about there and I walked 
down under the bridge and he came up to me and asked me the time and went 
away. He came back later and stood next to me while I was making water. I asked 
him what he thought of my penis, which he grabbed and proceeded to pull me off.
His evidence provides us with a window into life in the Australian armed 
forces overseas:
We were only pulling one another off, but I hope my C/O [Commanding Officer] 
doesn’t get to know about this... That is the result of being over in the desert for 
a couple of years. That is where you get to learn of those things. [The sergeant 
said] ‘did you do that over in the Middle East?’ He replied, ‘There is nothing 
else to do, but I have tried to knock it off since I came back.’31
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The youth was released on probation into his father’s care, and the man received 
£50 bond and three year’s probation.
Next, two cases, one from the army and one from the air force. In 1943 a 
police patrol in South Brisbane spotted two Australian soldiers, one aged 43 and 
the other 26, hard at it, fucking in a vacant lot, their uniforms rather dishevelled. 
They had met in the toilets at the other end of the Victoria Street Bridge, then 
crossed the river, found the vacant land and took turns at sodomising each 
other. When caught by the police, the younger man said, ‘Bugger the Army. A 
man has been away at Milne Bay and when he comes back he gets himself into 
strife.’ The case is made more interesting by the presence of an American 
soldier-voyeur who was busy watching them. The older man received a twelve- 
month sentence with hard labour but the younger man was let off with a twelve- 
month suspended sentence.32
The final case involves two men, originally from Brisbane but based in 
Melbourne in February 1945. Lance-Corporal Jack L., twenty-five years old, 
of Toowong was murdered by Norman B., a twenty-three-year-old Signaller in 
the Army.
Jack’s almost naked, severely lacerated body was found in a paddock near 
Balcombe Camp. During the trial Norman said that Jack was ‘a person of a 
certain type’, and Jack’s camp nickname was ‘D ulde’. They had both been at 
a dance at which Norman felt ill, and Jack offered to accompany him back to 
his tent and put him to bed.
Instead o f doing that he led me across the road into a paddock. I fell over several 
times, and at last sat under a tree. I wasn’t feeling too good, and had my head 
between my knees.
Jack took this as an opportunity to proposition Norman, who resisted violently:
I knocked [Jack] away, as I knew what he meant. He stumbled and I got up. As 
he was getting up, I grabbed him around the throat. I fell down with him and 
landed on his back. I bashed him up and down on the ground, and my fingers 
sort of went stiff and I could not let him go... His throat went sort of flat. I sort 
of went mad with it, and kept bashing at his head.33
The body had thirteen lacerated wounds on the head, the skull was fractured 
and a long stick was protruding from the body. The pierced orifice was not 
named but it would seem to have been his anus. The newspaper report contained 
nothing to explain why Jack’s body was almost naked. Despite this drunken 
case of terminal poofter-bashing, the jury accepted Norman’s plea of self- 
defence, acquitted him of murder and sentenced him for manslaughter.
The war provided opportunities missing in other circumstances, and it is 
most likely that men who never had the opportunity or the inclination to participate
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in gay sex did so at this time of upheaval, returning to straighter paths when the 
emergency was over. But for some, the war seems to have made little difference 
to their normal behaviour. The following three cases, all from the war years, 
could have taken place any time this century.
Naked Youths Wanted:
Brisbane, 1940
Who was the mysterious ‘Henry’, giving his address as ‘Aquaria’, Borva Street, 
Dutton Park, who advertised for boys and youths interested in nudism, nature study 
and photography, in a 1940 Sydney periodical, Health and Physical Culture?
A Truth reporter tracked down W illiam Henry Long, a m em ber o f 
Rosicrucian Aquarium Mecca Pty Ltd, the registered address o f  which was 
the same as in the Sydney advertisement. However, Mr Long was unable to 
identify ‘Henry’ o f the same address who was seeking ‘naturist lads from near 
Brisbane’ to form a ‘youth naturist friends’ club’ which would be assured o f a 
‘safe rendezvous’. ‘No larrikins wanted!’
The Rosicrucians were originally a group o f early seventeenth century 
philosophers who claimed occult powers and used the terminology of alchemy 
to expound their mystical doctrines. Several groups founded in Britain and the 
USA claim to be their successors. When interviewed, Mr and Mrs Long said 
that Brisbane’s Rosicrucian Temple consisted o f about forty rooms and that 
many people stayed there, including some who were not Rosicrucians. The 
Brisbane Order claimed no relationship with the Rosicrucian Order o f  San Jose, 
California. Previously the Rosicrucians had received bad publicity when 
allegations o f nudist practise by the Order were made during the divorce o f a 
member. Mrs Long said that the Order was contemplating the practice of 
nudism as soon as a suitable safe venue was located:
We were going to form a Gynosophic Society, but Brisbane is a backward place, 
very backward. I have been disappointed because we have not been able to find 
right-minded people, who will approach it in the right way, we may still go on 
with it — and the police will be advised, and everything will be done in the 
proper manner.
Exactly who the 1940 ‘Henry’ was we will never know, nor whether he managed 
to obtain his photos.34
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Down by the Creek:
Atherton, 1943
The Pacific war was well underway in 1943, but one case in that year from 
Atherton on the Tablelands behind Cairns seems untouched by the emergency. 
If you had been on the outskirts of Atherton at 1.20 pm on 22nd September 
1943, watching the road to Herberton, you would have seen a youth, James S., 
wearing khaki overalls, riding his bicycle toward the bridge over Piebald Creek, 
about one kilometre out of town. Just before the bridge he turned off the road 
down a track to the creek bank, dismounted, laid down his bike and walked 
down the embankment, disappearing from view. Just a local lad going fishing 
or playing hookey from school?
Actually you are Sergeant George Marchant of the Atherton police, and 
you are in hiding, watching the scene following a tip-off. From your lair you 
wait until 1.55 pm and observe a sixty-six-year-old Chinese shopkeeper (let us 
call him L-Y) drive out from Atherton, park his car and walk along the road 
carrying a box in his left hand and what looks like a com sack tucked under his 
right arm pit. He stops, looks in all directions and disappears down the same 
track as the youth. A few minutes later he reappears on a high point, again 
surveying the surrounds, then disappears back into the scrub.
You have to get closer to the creek. You crawl forty metres on your hands 
and knees down a dry gully leading into the creek, followed by your colleague 
Constable Astbury. About fifteen metres further on you can clearly see James 
and his friend. They are not fishing. The com sack serves as a hessian-style 
cover across the box, over which James is draped on his stomach, with his head 
and feet trailing on the ground. His overalls are lying beside him and his shirt is 
tucked up under his arm pits. L-Y is astride him, holding his hips, having a slow 
pleasurable fuck.
Suddenly there was a commotion. James and L-Y realised that they were 
about to be sprung and hastily separated. James hopped about trying to get 
back into his overalls and L-Y tried to run off into the undergrowth. When 
questioned L-Y said ‘Me only play with boy little bit, me only put him in little 
bit’, ‘Me no come off in boy, this time.’ ‘Sergeant, you forgive me this time, me 
no do it any more, me give you Christmas box.’
L-Y had already given James two packets of cigarettes, Capstan and Cravan 
‘A’, as well as chocolates, and had three two-shilling pieces in his shirt pocket 
ready for a parting gift. These items all ended up as evidence in Court.
The evidence provides a detailed account of the life of the storekeeper. 
He had arrived from China in 1901 (just before the White Australia Policy 
halted further Asian migration), working around Brisbane and on banana 
plantations at Innisfail until 1905, when he moved to Chillagoe. Between 
1905 and 1943 he ran a succession of fruiterer and green grocer businesses
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in Chillagoe, Koorboora, Atherton and Innisfail. He returned to China on 
three occasions, each of twelve to eighteen months duration. L-Y had a wife 
and two children in Canton, presumably the fruit of his return trips to China, 
but his family never came to Australia. The police said L-Y. was a hard­
working man, very industrious, reliable and honest. From the evidence it 
appears that he may have dallied with local youths on other occasions, although 
he had only one previous conviction, from 1935, for keeping a common gaming 
house. There is no evidence as to who tipped the police off, and it seems 
unlikely that it was James as he appears to have been more interested in his 
rewards than in helping the police apprehend L-Y.
From James’ evidence it appears that the assignation had been made two 
days earlier at Elwood’s garage where he worked as an apprentice. L-Y 
asked James to meet him down at the creek and promised him presents and 
money for his services. The result for L-Y was that he was charged initially 
with having ‘carnal knowledge of a youth against the order of nature’, but 
was found guilty o f ‘attempted sodomy’, sentenced to 12 months imprisonment 
with hard labour. James was underage but the evidence suggests that he was 
very willing and available. L-Y was very unlucky to have been observed 
down by the creek.35
Snowdropping:
Brisbane, 194S
The final story in this chapter is the Brisbane Truth's account of the case of 
twenty-four-year-old James E. in 1945. Out of jail only one month, James 
went back for another year for stealing what the Truth calls ‘how-do-you- 
do’s’ belonging to nurses at St Helen’s Hospital. James was employed as 
night watchman at the Salvation Army Hostel next door to the hospital on 
April 14th ‘when the urge to steal the delicate flim-flam’ hanging on the line 
became irresistible.
James’ taste in womens’ underwear ran to four pairs of milanese panties, a 
pink brassier and a milanese slip belonging to Nurse Mary Tronson, and a blue 
lined frock owned by Nurse Dorothy Powell, and a pair of silk stockings belonging 
to Nurse Vera Johnson. When arrested James stated that at the sight of the 
clothing on the line he had been ‘overcome with a desire to steal them, then 
dress up as a woman and masquerade about town’. James said that once he 
took off his man’s clothes and donned women’s garb he felt much better, and 
that he had done this previously in Sydney and Melbourne.
The prosecutor said that James had previous convictions and was an 
associate of ‘sexual perverts’, which is 1945-speak for being gay. Today he 
would have joined a drag show at a gay night club and been paid for his 
preference for silk stockings!36
118 Sunshine and Rainbows
The war was liminal space in Queensland —  a period ‘in between’ when 
time stands still and societal rules are turned up side down —  which allowed a 
much freer sexuality to exist. After the war there was a clearly discernible 
camp culture in each o f  the capital cities; not so much a separate culture as it is 
today, but more incorporated into a flourishing bohemian world o f artists, writers 
and actors. In Brisbane after the war one commercial establishment stands out 
as the bridge between these two worlds —  camp and bohemian: the Pink 
Elephant cafe. Chapter Eight begins with an introduction to the postwar years 
before discussing the famous 1946-47 Pink Elephant Court case.
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Chapter Eight
Bohemia, Bars and Balls, 1940s-1960s
Australia changed quite remarkably after the Second World War, quickening 
the development of the homosexual subculture. Although there were forces o f 
repression unleashed during the Cold War years, serving to inhibit public 
expression o f the subculture, overwhelming demographic change created a more 
liberal society. Initially closely allied to the bohemian subculture, the camp 
subculture began to draw apart, developing into a separate social scene, although 
this did not become political until the 1970s.
The most evident changes were demographic and economic. Australia went 
through a long economic boom and ethnicity was broadened through large scale 
migration. During the quarter century after the war Australia had one o f the 
highest rates of migration in the world, recent immigrants providing half o f the 
labour-force growth and fueling a high rate of economic prosperity. Between 
1947 and 1996 4,000,000 people migrated to Australia, 3,500,000 of them before 
the end of the 1970s. Immediately after the war the United Kingdom Assisted 
Passage Scheme carried whole families to Australia, expanding the British sector 
o f the population. Slightly under half of this post-war migration was from the 
British Isles, which in most ways reinforced the Britishness of Australian sexual 
mores, but they also brought with them new ideas and, to use Miles Fairbum’s 
phrase once more, they helped atomise society. This mobility and freedom was 
even more pronounced amongst the displaced persons and other migrants from 
Continental Europe. Italy and Greece supplied the largest national groups, but 
these migrants also included Germans, Dutch, Poles, Hungarians, Rumanians, 
Yugoslavs, Estonians, Latvians and Lithuanians. Many migrants, freed from their 
extended families, were able to develop autonomous and anonymous personal 
lives unfettered by traditional restraints. They were often single, lonely, adventurous, 
and came from different cultural traditions not as sexually inhabited as their British 
counterparts. Gay reminiscences collected from these decades include mention 
o f recent migrants who might not have been able to speak English fluently, but 
were quite able to communicate in that more international language, sex.
Australian troops were back from overseas by the end on 1945. By 1946 
Brisbane’s people were getting back to normal, ignoring the squat air raid shelters 
which still decorated the main streets. On Monday 10 June 1946 tens of thousands 
o f Brisbanites crowded into the central city streets to watch the Victory Day 
parade.1 Moralists never condoned the ‘lowering o f standards’ during the war 
but could do little but lament the decline, overwhelmed by the enormity o f a 
nation at war. However, after 1945 conservative political and religious forces 
fought to regain moral ground lost in the liminal space o f war. Brisbane’s
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brothels continued to operate, albeit a lesser number servicing less well-financed 
and much reduced domestic clienteles. The part-time good-time girls withdrew, 
welcoming back their soldier husbands and boyfriends, who expected to resume 
their lives in prewar style.
Post-1945 Brisbane was a decidedly different place from Brisbane of 1942. 
There was an emerging bohemian subculture which had been stimulated by the 
existence of the University of Queensland, established in 1911, the emergence 
of a vibrant Australian literary, artistic and radical political culture onwards 
from the 1920s, and Queensland’s exposure to American popular culture during 
the 1940s. When the predominantly Anglo-Celtic Australian communities 
reemerged after the war too much had altered for old prewar strictures to be 
reimposed. New patterns of migration changed Australian society for the better. 
Women remained in the work force (despite government attempts to get them 
to return to home duties), which eventually caused changes in gender relations.
Brisbane’s bohemian subculture had begun to emerge in the 1930s, and 
was quite distinct by 1946. Thea Astley, bom in 1925, described the artistic and 
literary scene of her teenage years:
Queensland had already produced two artists who received national recognition 
— Lahey and Hilder —  and after the American rape Brisbane’s little cultural 
parterres blossomed in galleries, theatre and literary magazines. Meanjin had its 
birthpangs on the sub-editor’s table o f the Courier-Mail where Clem Christesen 
was working. A few young students from Brisbane High conceived the idea of  
a youth magazine called Barjai which ran for at least five years and was the 
nurturing ground o f writers like Barrie Reid, Laurence Collinson, Vida Smith, 
Charles Osborne and myself.2
Vida Smith, Barrie (Barrett) Reid and Laurie (Laurence) Collinson were products 
of Brisbane State High, the 1940s hothouse for Brisbane’s young aspiring literary 
types. In 1943, while still at school, Reid and Collinson, both homosexuals, 
founded the Barjai literary journal which ran until 1946, by which time Reid 
was employed in the State Library in North Quay. As he remembered, his main 
task was as ‘chief censor, placing a black stamp across all naked breasts in 
magazines, so as too not offend the sheltered minds of Brisbane readers’.3 
One of his librarian colleagues was having an affair with a well known Cabinet 
Minister, who, whenever his wife was out of town, would send a black 
government limousine to pick up his librarian-lover after work, carrying him off 
to steamy seduction in suburban Windsor. Apparently it was quite a sight as he 
trissed down the North Quay library steps into the very easily recognisable 
government car. This small but strong gay male and lesbian social scene mixed 
with the bohemian literary and artistic set in the cafe and coffee houses: in 
many cases they were the same people.
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These Brisbane bohemians also helped created currents in southern cultural 
waters. In the late 1950s in Melbourne, Laurie Collinson attempted to establish 
Australia’s first homosexual law reform society, with connections to a recently 
formed British group.4 And Brisbane’s Barjai, self-described as a journal for 
‘creative youth’ brought young Brisbane literary and artistic identities into contact 
with the nurturing artistic world of John and Sunday Reed of ‘Heide’ in Melbourne, 
and also Max Harris and Sidney Nolan, editors of Angry Penguins, then Australia’s 
leading avant-garde literary journal. Boyfriends Charles Osborne and Barrett 
Reid operated Ballad Bookshop in Adelaide Street between 1947 and 1949, partially 
supplied through Harris’ connection with Mary Martin’s Bookshop in Adelaide.5 
The entourage o f Reid and Osborne’s bookshop was an extension of the earlier 
Barjai literary movement and Miya avant-garde art group.
Reid, who died in 1995, was co-editor o f Ern Malley ’s Journal from 1952 
to 1955, was associated with Overland for twenty-three years and its editor 
for five years, founded the National Book Council and was for decades a 
leading librarian and important figure in the arts in Victoria, closely associated 
with the Reeds at ‘Heide’. Osborne is now one o f the leading writers on 
classical music and opera in the world. These two gay men were products o f 
bohemian Brisbane in the 1940s.
One young aspiring literary type, Peter Porter, down in Brisbane from 
Toowoomba, was too shy to partake ‘of this strangely anachronistic literary 
ganging-up’ but he remembered his fascination with the Barjai movement as they 
battled ‘Brisbane’s puritanism and philistinism.’ He particularly admired the 
‘dauntingly sophisticated’ Osborne, musician, actor and poet, for cultivating ‘a 
sort of cheerful decadence’ .6 Another of the more naive of the aspiring bohemians 
was Betty Birskys, who recently described the scene in Hecate. She remembers 
sneaking down to the Pink Elephant cafe. The interior was lit by candles; each 
table had a pink and white chequered cloth, and there was a piano:
Suburban innocents such as I, occasional visitors not habitués, crept in with a 
sense of interloping and daring. In the dim interior, prim erudite librarian-by-day 
Vida (who introduced me to Rilke and Hardy and Remarque and Blake) was 
metamorphosed into the poet floating in drapes and jingling beads; she was 
rumour said, in unrequited love with Laurie, who loomed about the tables Byron- 
esque and brooding, his stooped shoulders draped in long black flowing cloak, 
but the initiates’ joke, (known but not fully appreciated by one as naive as I) was 
that Laurie was homosexual.
How could I fully appreciate the nuances of such a ‘joke’? I knew Oscar Wilde 
had been one of those, but could not imagine what they did, and would not dare 
to ask. I went to the Pink Elephant because it was ‘frequented by Bohemians,’ 
hoping some of the glamour might rub off on me; never dreaming that it was also 
the haunt of ‘gay and lesbian types.’7
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As Peter Porter suggests, this important group of Brisbane’s postwar intellectuals 
‘dared to practise a mixture of left-wing politics and high camp at a time when 
such notions were dangerous’.8 The Barjai and Miya groups and the Ballad 
Bookshop were centred on literature, painting and music, not sexuality, although 
Charles Osborne remembers them as ‘ a very agreeable group of people, who 
were all sexually experimenting’.9 Gay identity was yet to emerge as a fully 
definable subculture; yet at the core of these movements were individuals such 
as Laurie Collinson, Barrett Reid and Charles Osborne whose homosexuality 
was no secret. The more naive members of the circle may have been unable to 
distinguish high camp from bohemian aspirations, but the more knowing was 
accepting of the diverse sexuality of Brisbane’s 1940s bohemia. If the Ballad 
Bookshop was the intellectual core of Brisbane’s postwar bohemia, during its 
few brief years the Pink Elephant cafe in Petrie Bight was the social core. 
One went there to meet, be social, be seen, hear poetry readings, discuss art, 
philosophy and music, listen to the honky-tonk piano, and pick up ‘trade’.
The Pink Elephant Cafe, 1946-49
The Pink Elephant cafe was in upper Queen Street in Petrie Bight. Owned by 
a gay man, Francis (Frank) Mitchell, later well known as a couturier in Sydney, 
the Pink Elephant was considered too bohemian and improper for conservative 
Brisbane. There were several cafes and coffee shops scattered through the 
city, but none were as deliberately avant-garde as the Pink Elephant.
When war broke out Mitchell, from Sydney, joined the Air Force, eventually 
transferred to Signals in Brisbane. In 1946 he found himself back in Brisbane 
working part-time in radio. One Sunday he met up with a longtime friend, artist 
Donald Friend, whom he knew well from Sydney and Cairns in the 1930s, and 
from Brisbane during the war. Lamenting the lack of a good cafe or coffee 
house, Mitchell decided to open his own. A suitable space was located behind 
a florist shop in upper Queen Street. Mitchell had no money but was financed 
by two of Donald Friend’s friends. Surplus canteen equipment was cheap and 
readily available after the war, which provided the necessary furniture and 
kitchen. Initially the cafe had no name but one evening early in its existence a 
customer left behind a toy pink elephant in a bird’s cage which became a centre 
piece and provided the name. The Pink Elephant prospered as a meeting place 
for the children of Brisbane’s professional and merchant elite, artists, musicians 
andjoumalists.
Everything went swimmingly until October 1946 when Douglas Murray, a 
twenty-nine-year-old returned soldier from the elite Brisbane suburb of Clayfield 
was arrested at the Pink Elephant and tried in the Magistrates Court, for assault 
of a police officer and obscene language. He counter-accused the arresting 
officers with being drunk on duty, using vindictive violence in their arrest and
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during his time in the police Watchhouse. The case was fought out between 
the man and the police from October 1946 until April 1947, reaching the Full 
Court, with victory going to the young man and his father, who supported his 
son throughout the ordeal. Known as the ‘Pink Elephant Case’ the legal battle 
between the Murray family and the police had all of Brisbane tittering, university 
students marching in the streets, and provided wonderful copy for the 
newspapers. Murray was initially found guilty and fined £9. However, the 
final verdict by the Full Court in April 1947 exonerated Murray and was severely 
critical of the Magistrate. The details which emerged help to fill out our 
knowledge of Brisbane society during and just after the Second World War, its 
emerging bohemian and intellectual culture, and gay scene. They also tell us 
quite a lot about the manner in which the Queensland Police Force operated in 
past decades.
The incident which sparked the Court case occurred on 2nd October 1946 
when two plain clothes policemen, Detective-Sergeant Hopgood and Detective- 
Constable Scanlan of the Criminal Investigation Branch (CD3) had been drinking 
all day in a nearby hotel, then decided to have a bit of sport, lurching into the 
Pink Elephant cafe at 9.35 pm. Hopgood told Stipendiary Magistrate R C F 
Byrne that he and Scanlan had gone there to interview a ‘man of doubtful 
pursuits’, ‘a pervert who had been stealing rings and money’.10 According to 
Hopgood’s evidence, he mistook Murray for the man he wanted to interview. 
When accosted, Murray asked Hopgood to identify himself and when told he
was in the CIB, supposedly said ‘One of those----------- , eh? Well,-------! ’ and
punched the detective on the face. Hopgood then arrested Murray. A struggle 
followed, after which Scanlan and Hopgood hailed a passing taxi and forcibly 
took Murray to the police Watchhouse in Roma Street.
Throughout the Pink Elephant case there were constant references to the 
unsavoury type of people who frequented the cafe. The police prosecutor 
tried to cast aspersions on the good name of the cafe, by alleging that ‘perverts’ 
[homosexuals] frequented it. Hopgood told Mitchell’s manager, Phillipa 
McLaney, that the cafe was ‘full of criminals and bad women’. He told an art 
student at the cafe that he had certain views about ‘you and your type’ [revealed 
in evidence to mean homosexuals]. The police prosecutor Detective-Sergeant 
Risch asked McLaney if she was aware that her ‘cafe bears an unsavoury 
reputation?’ He continued, ‘It is said that a complex type of male goes there’. 
She replied that his inference was ridiculous, although she had occasion ‘to 
eject a soldier who passed a remark about an art student who wore bright 
clothes’.11 As the case progressed, the Brisbane Truth reported that some 
men who frequented the Pink Elephant were known by the names ‘Lana Turner’, 
‘Pearl of the Pacific’, ‘Christina’, ‘Erica’, and ‘Philippa’. There was also a 
report, emphatically denied by Mitchell, that a male waiter had served the tables 
dressed in drag.12
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Constable Larkin also became involved. He had accompanied Scanlan and 
Hopgood when they returned to the cafe after the incident. Asked why he 
became involved, Larkin said that he was curious:
I had heard of the reputation of this Pink Elephant from other police — that it 
was a den of vice, and a place where undesirables congregated. I thought it 
would be interesting to see the type of people who go there.
Larkin found nothing unusual ‘except a lot of effeminate-looking men, and many 
women’.13
Judge Philp said that the whole case had been ‘smeared with perversion’, 
and that ‘there was an obsession in somebody’s mind about perversion’. Philp 
added that the police ‘said it was a place for the consorting of criminals, 
prostitutes and undesirables. That must have affected the magistrate’s mind, 
and was wholly inadmissible’. Murray’s barrister, McLaughlin, reminded the 
Full Court that the police alleged ‘that perverts frequented the cafe’, but that 
they ‘did not give the name of one pervert who was there that night’.14
The Pink Elephant was the haunt of Brisbane’s young social elite yearning 
for bohemian sophistication; even the Truth newspaper kindly described the 
cafe as a ‘well-known city social resort’.15 During the trials Mitchell denied 
that camp names, and role-playing effeminate men and butch women were 
part of the Pink Elephant scene, and when interviewed in 1997 still said that it 
was bohemian rather than gay.16 However, Charles Osborne, a patron of the 
cafe, and also interviewed in 1997, remembered it as:
a late night coffee lounge that people tended to go to after the theatre. It turned 
into a not exclusively but certainly a gay-oriented place, the only one of its kind 
in Brisbane.17
The CIB officers of the 1940s, in trouble for bashing the son of a prominent 
citizen, knew how to make damaging allegations about such a dubious venue. 
The flickering candles and the effeminate camps, intellectuals and arty types 
who patronised the Pink Elephant were like a proverbial red (or was it pink?) 
rag to a CIB bull. The Pink Elephant dared to be different and it ‘reeked of 
perversion’. Mitchell and McLaney were part of the bohemian and blossoming 
gay and lesbian scene. Drunken Detectives Hopgood and Scanlan simply could 
not resist throwing their weight around that night. Their mistake was in attacking 
Murray, a non-gay ex-soldier back from war; and in misjudging the clientele of 
the Pink Elephant, who in Court turned out to be not homosexuals of no account, 
but articulate credible witnesses.
Frank Mitchell, disillusioned by the 1946-47 Court case which made his cafe 
notorious, returned to Sydney and less philistine climes, giving the business to 
Phillipa McLaney. However, because of its undeservedly bad reputation, the
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Pink Elephant closed in 1949. It was certainly still open on 30th November 
1948 when it rated a mention during evidence for a Court case. Stanley I. had 
sex with Gordon P. one Saturday night, then as Stanley recounted:
We went back to town on the tram together and went to the Carlton Theatrette, 
and afterwards we went down to the Pink Elephant. All the chaps in the trade go 
down to the Pink Elephant.
‘What do you mean by trade’, asked CIB Constable Ryan?
We say when we keep company with another man that we trade.18
The Pink Elephant obviously became more gay-centred in its final months, having 
attracted attention through the unwanted publicity, and the process losing its 
elite bohemian clientele.
More than half a century later the Murray family’s victory is remembered 
with some delight by older residents o f Brisbane, who probably still have no 
time for what was seen as ‘perversion’ in the 1940s, but value the right o f 
citizens to sit undisturbed in the coffee shop cafe o f their choice.
Not unexpectedly, the CIB officers involved in the Pink Elephant case also 
took part in other anti-gay prosecutions. Three years later Detective Scanlan 
was involved in what was probably the most outrageous anti-homosexual police 
prosecution o f the 1950s. Two men were arrested at Kangaroo Point, Brisbane, 




The Pink Elephant case stands at a symbolic dividing point between prewar 
Brisbane and the brave new world in which Brisbane now belongs. The case 
is best viewed in the perspective o f Brisbane between 1941, when the Pacific 
War began, and about 1949, the year Menzies’ government gained power. The 
1940s mood o f radicalism extended well beyond the war years. But the desire 
to create a better and fairer society was eventually replaced by Menzies’ Liberal 
vision o f suburbia, Holden cars and economic prosperity, which certainly did 
not include communist or bohemian lifestyles.19
Australia exhibited a similar pattern of repression to that in the United States. 
George Chauncey, in the epilogue o f his study o f gay New York, 1890-1940, 
draws the conclusion that:
As Americans anxiously tried to come to terms with the disruptions in the gender 
and sexual order caused by the Depression and exacerbated by the Second
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World War, the ‘sex deviant’ became a symbol of the dangers posed by family 
instability, gender confusion, and unregulated male sexuality and violence.20
Similarly, John D ’Emilio, writing about America after the war,21 and Garry 
Wotherspoon, writing about New South Wales, note that increasing publicity 
was given to so-called ‘perversion’. Police began conducting their own war on 
‘deviant’ sexual behaviour, which by the late 1940s and 1950s was linked to 
Cold War repression o f communism. Wotherspoon concludes that:
The net effect of all this was clearly to target people with homosexual desires as 
an undesirable group within society, a group which indulged in perversions, 
and whose members were responsible for a growing amount of crime in the 
community.22
In Brisbane the civil police were back in control after several years o f giving 
deference to the military police. They were reestablishing their rights to control 
the populace and decide the moral order, suppressing both homosexuality and 
communism. Considerable tensions existed in the 1940s and 1950s between 
the CIB and the rest of the police; tensions relating to their apparently privileged 
position, and to issues o f graft and corruption. CIB detectives received very 
little special training in criminal investigation: attempts to establish training schools 
in the 1930s and 1940s were all short-lived.23 Illegal SP bookmaking continued 
with impunity in the 1940s, even in gambling dens near Parliament House, with 
allegations o f payoffs to the police. Sly grog selling became endemic during the 
war, persisting long afterwards. Prostitution, although illegal, flourished, the 
women getting regular checkups from government medical officers and the 
police allegedly being paid to turn a blind eye. The police also actively suppressed 
communism and trade union discontent. In a demonstration in Brisbane in 
March 1948 Fred Paterson, the communist MLA for Bowen, was deliberately 
struck on the head from behind by baton-wielding CIB Detective-Sergeant 
O ’Mahony, for which the officer was never even reprimanded. In the 1940s 
and 1950s Queensland’s CIB officers were almost a law unto themselves.24
Homosexuality was illegal, and an abomination in the eyes of the police, 
whose surveillance and harassment o f homosexuals often went to extraordinary 
lengths. Something like 50 per cent of the Court cases relating to Beats in 
Queensland in the first half o f this century involved police agent provocateur, 
stakeouts, or police on patrol who just happened upon male couples flagrante 
delicto in parks and gardens. In the same years ‘gross indecency with a male 
person’ (which meant oral sex, usually in public places) accounted for 22 per 
cent of the charges.25
This then is the circumstance surrounding the most infamous police 
prosecution o f gay men in the 1950s. At 11.00 pm on a cold Sunday night in 
Brisbane late in June 1950 Max B. was living in a flat under a house in Hamilton
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Street, Kangaroo Point, with pleasant views over the town reach of the river 
towards the city. He was twenty-seven-years-old and employed as a dress 
designer in Northgate. His lover, thirty-nine-years-old James F., who worked 
in a bank, was spending the night with Max. They had a comfortable long­
term relationship, exchanging love letters when they were apart and looking 
forward to their time together. Max and James had been out for the evening, 
and had just come home.
Both men took off their coats, sat side-by-side on the bed, removed their 
shoes, then got undressed. To combat the cold James kept his shirt on and Max 
put on a pyjamas top. Then Max turned the light out and they both got into bed. 
The only light in the room was the small glow from the wireless which was 
playing softly in the background. Max kissed James on the neck. James hugged 
Max. Max kissed James on his chest, fondling his nipples with his lips, then slid 
lower to caress his lover’s penis with his lips.
The difference with this bedroom scene one was that a Detective and a 
Detective Inspector were taking turns at standing on a stepladder leaning against 
the wall of the flat, peering through a hole they had bored through the fibro, eight 
feet up the bedroom wall. As Detective-Inspector James Clough told the Court:
I took up a position on the step ladder I had previously placed in a position in 
that room. I placed my right eye close to the small hole I had previously placed 
in a position in that room... and looked through that hole.... I then got down off 
the step ladder, told Detective Scanlon something, he took up a position on that 
step ladder...
It was very cold outside and once the light went off viewing was more difficult. 
The bold detectives decided to burst into the room, which was easy to accomplish 
as the door was not locked. Passion must have been at high levels as neither 
Max nor James seems to have realised that the police were standing at the foot 
of the bed peering into the gloom watching as their bodies writhed, Max kneeling 
over James, whose legs were up in the air, firmly grasped behind the knees by 
Max. On came the lights. Max was charged with ‘carnal knowledge against 
the order of nature’ and James with ‘permitting a male person to have carnal 
knowledge of him against the order of nature’.
Max was sentenced to four years imprisonment with hard labour, to be 
released after two years with a £100 good behaviour bond. He successfully 
appealed and had the sentence reduced to nine months. James received a five- 
year sentence, to be released after two and a half years with a £100 bound.
This case has some interesting side lights. Apparently Max’s landlady had 
passionate desires for him but was rejected, getting her own back by stealing 
his love letters and handing them to her detective friends, then aiding and abetting 
their sordid spying by providing the stepladder and the brace and bit to drill the 
hole. One of the detectives involved was Scanlan of Pink Elephant fame. The
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two detectives seem to have fabricated evidence against Max and James. There 
was no light in the room so they probably heard more than they saw. The 
legislation under which the two men were prosecuted needed proof o f penetration 
to secure a conviction, but from their evidence during the cross-examination it 
seems unlikely that either policeman actually saw penetration occur; thus they 
perjured themselves in Court.
The police denied rough-handling the couple, and saying obnoxious things 
like ‘You were chock a block up him’. The police also ignored James’ request 
for access to a solicitor and a doctor until it suited them. They refused to 
divulge how they had obtained the stolen letters and used threatening language 
against the couple, trying to intimidate them. Finally, there was a telling question 
from M ax’s lawyer to Detective Scanlon:
Did you say anything like this: ‘I was feeling quite good myself watching you’. 
Answer: ‘No’.26
This incident occurred half a century ago. In strict terms o f the law the police 
were within their rights, but it is difficult to believe that the police were correct 
in going to such ludicrous lengths. Their invasion o f private sexual acts in a 
closed bedroom by boring holes in a wall is about as despicable as one can get. 
It is a chilling reminder of police entrapment techniques in use until quite recently, 
which led to cruel goal sentences for innocent men.
Movie Houses, Hotels and Coffee Shops
Brisbane’s early gay and lesbian commercial meeting places were rather different 
from those o f today. Feature movie and newsreel theatres flourished in Brisbane 
from the 1910s. The Carlton Newsreel Theatre at the river end o f Queen 
Street was described by one Brisbane man who remembered it from the 1930s 
and 1940s as ‘the greatest pick-up place in the world’. It was quite small with 
a 1920s decor and pillars down the main passage with lounge chairs spread 
around. The Lyceum Theatre in George Street was fairly notorious in the 
1940s and 1950s. During the war it was a well-known pick-up place. Brisbane 
gay identity Toye De Wilde remembers the theatre from the 1950s as ‘Full o f 
dirty old men who jumped from seat to seat’. There are numerous Court cases 
which involve movie theatre pick-ups and older gay residents o f Brisbane 
certainly remember the sexual pleasures once available in movie houses. The 
evidence from one 1950 case certainly supports Toye De Wilde’s experiences 
at the Lyceum:
The boy Havens informs me that he was sitting in the Lyceum Theatre, Brisbane 
and you came and sat alongside him. You conversed with him during the show, 
and after the show was over, yourself and the boy left the theatre. You arranged
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to meet later... you gave him two shillings ...you met one week later as planned 
and went for a tram ride to Ashgrove. [They had sex in a patch of bush near the 
tram terminus.] You then gave him 5 shillings and arranged to meet again.27
Movies and trams seem to have gone together. Brisbane had an extensive 
tramway system until 1969 when buses took over. Trams were a cheap efficient 
transport system enabling unchaperoned travel into the city and to suburban 
theatres. The centre of the city was a bustling place, filled with theatres and 
cinemas, with coffee and tea shops flourishing near by. Littleboys, which dated 
from the 1930s, was one of the best known, here described by David Malouf as 
it was in the late 1940s:
... Littleboys Coffee Lounge above King George Square [was] a cosy old- 
fashioned place not much bigger than a suburban living-room, from which there 
was a view of fountains that never played, an equestrian statue of King George 
V, and the sparking-poles of passing trams. You could sit all afternoon over a 
single coffee at Littleboys, till the waitress appeared at five-thirty with the evening 
menu (cover charge two shillings) and it was time to leave.28
By day the coffee shops had a mixed clientele, but at night they catered for the 
movie and live theatre crowds and were homosexual haunts, allowing tête-à- 
têtes with friends and easy pick-ups, particularly for youths aged less than 
twenty-one years. Along with Littleboys, the Colony Club in Edward Street, 
Christie’s cafe in Queen Street, and the Casa Mara on the comer of Adelaide 
and Albert Streets, were all pre- and postwar meeting places. In the 1960s the 
Obsolete coffee shop in Spring Hill stayed open until 2.00 am and the Primitif in 
file Piccadilly Arcade was open even later. The notorious Pink Elephant cafe 
was a postwar addition to the scene. Young people, those less than twenty- 
one, were not legally able to enter hotels — if they did they sneaked in —  and 
were more likely to socialise at coffee shops in the evenings, or on Beats.
City hotels also had reputations: the Long Bar at the Criterion was ‘a very 
gay bar’ frequented by camp-identified men — ‘see you at the Cri’ was a 
common phrase. Lennons in George Street on a Friday night had distinct 
possibilities; the circular bar at Her Majesty’s was wonderful for making eye 
contact across the counters; and just about anything was possible in the ‘Sex 
Pit’, a sunken lounge at the back of the Grand Central, frequented by prostitutes 
and gay men. David Malouf, a student at Brisbane Grammar school 1947-50 
and at University of Queensland 1951-54, remembers the Grand Central vividly 
as ‘that extraordinary three-ring circus of my youth’:29
...it had a queer bar, a plush and cut-glass ladies lounge on the second floor, and 
at the very back (with its own entrance in the street behind) an open air beer 
garden, all green-stained concrete and wrought-iron tables, that was known as
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the Sex Pit, since it was the special preserve of Brisbane’s most flamboyant tarts. 
They occupied a table apiece, wore glossy patent-leather shoes, carried glossy 
patent-leather handbags, had their hair lacquered and piled up in sculptured jet- 
black, peroxide, or chestnut curls, pencilled eyebrows, vivid scarlet mouths — 
they were the real thing. Potted palms gave the Sex Pit an air of the jungle...
They sat with their legs crossed, looking bored, and one of them might take an 
emery stick from her handbag, snapping it shut with an audible click, and saw 
away at her nails.30
The Daniell Hotel on the comer of Adelaide and George Streets was not a 
regular pick-up place, but, as one man recounted, ‘you could get trade there’. 
The Gresham Hotel on the comer o f Creek and Adelaide Streets, and the 
National, Victory and Stock Exchange Hotels in Edward Street had similar 
reputations. The Australian Hotel on the comer o f Queen and Albert Streets 
had a downstairs bar that was a lesbian meeting place.31
Hotels were a focus o f gay life, but with the legal age o f entry set at twenty- 
one years of age, and licensing regulations restricting trading hours (hotels closed 
at 6.00 p.m., later extended to 10.00 p.m.), they had distinct limitations. Just 
before 10.00 pm patrons bought their last drinks and take-away supplies, moving 
on to house parties. Women were not welcome in hotels, unless they went to 
the Ladies’ Lounges, which was usually decked out with small round tables and 
chairs and ornamented with plastic flowers. It was not until the 1960s that 
women began to win their demands for equal rights in hotels.
‘Perverts’, ‘Inverts’ and the Medical Profession
From about the 1940s the police and medical authorities obviously were trying 
to understand the motivations o f homosexuals. The Court files onward from 
the 1940s often contain medical opinions on the nature o f ‘perverts’, which 
might seem very quaint today, but were very real to men at that time. As Toye 
De Wilde notes below, homosexuality was seen as a psychiatric illness and 
‘cures’ involved quite horrific radical methods. A 1950 case involving Mervyn 
F. who was charged with sodomy, is typical o f this new attitude:
He commenced his sexual career at the early age of six (6) years, when residing 
in Sydney. Some older boys taught him to masturbate himself. He then met 
older youths and men and they practised masturbation with him. Sometimes he 
would commit sodomy on them though no person even committed the act upon 
him. He stated that he associated with boys and committed sodomy on them in 
and around Sydney and that he associated with one particular boy for a period 
of three years, committing repeated acts of sodomy on him and it was in 
connection [with] an offence on this boy that he was arrested there.
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Shortly after his acquittal on that charge, he came to this State. He commenced 
employment with Morrows Biscuit Factory as a Biscuit Maker in the day time and 
sold sweets and ice cream in city theatres at night time. He would meet boys in 
theatres and after conversing with them on sexual matters, he would make 
suggestions to the boys and subsequently commit acts of indecency and sodomy 
on them. He stated that he would also meet boys at the Valley baths and in parks 
and would converse with them and offer them money. Later he would meet them, 
as arranged, and would commit indecent acts and sodomy on them.
He informed us that he had committed acts of indecency and sodomy on 
approximately fifty boys in Brisbane. He quoted that there were about six office 
boys in Queen Street on whom he had committed sodomy. About these matters, 
the prisoner was very boastful.
He was questioned regarding his interest in women, and he emphatically stated 
that he had no desire to associate with them and that he would not consider 
sexual intercourse at all.32
Dr B F R Stafford, Director of Mental Health, Department of Mental Hygiene, 
was asked to report on Mervyn F.’s mental health:
1. F. is a youth of at least average intelligence.
2. He has no obvious signs or symptoms of mental illness.
3. He is capable of understanding and practising moral and social inhibitions.
4. He is not a true homosexual personality. That is a person who is, as it were, 
doomed to develop sexual perversions. I would consider him a boy with rather 
delayed sexual development. In consequence he is a very suitable type for 
exploitation or to acquire perversions.
5.If it is true that both his adult associate and the boys were in fact practised and 
‘professional’, then it could be a reasonable assumption that the motivation of 
this youth, F., would be similar to that of masturbation.
6.In my experience the most suitable treatment is:-
(a) impress on the individual the severity of the offence
(b) place the offender in his own home or its equivalent, where spiritual and 
altruistic atmosphere provide an outlet for sublimation.33
The next day he was examined by Dr Cameron, Government Medical Officer, 
who reported that ‘No signs of mental disease or abnormality were detected by 
me during the course of my examinations. F. did not exhibit the characteristics of 
a true sexual invert.’34 Mervyn F. was found guilty and given a five-year good 
behaviour bond and a £100 surety, which is fairly typical of the lighter sentencing 
in this period. There was also a provision that he submit to examination by the 
doctors at Goodna Mental Hospital to see if ‘his mental condition renders him 
incapable of exercising proper control over his sexual instincts’.
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Toye De Wilde’s Brisbane, 1950s-1960s
Toye De Wilde is an icon of the Brisbane gay community. Brought up in the 
1950s as a boy on a farm in the Samford Valley, on Stradbroke Island and in 
Brisbane, Toye is a transsexual who has run gay bars and performed at and 
compared shows in almost every gay venue that ever existed in Brisbane. In 
1989 she stood in a by-election for Queensland Parliament in the Brisbane seat 
of Merthyr and is involved with gay and lesbian welfare organisations. Toye 
De Wilde is a perceptive observer o f the development o f the gay community:
Many gays before the 1970s lived a double life. There were very few gay- 
friendly bars until the 1960s. Friday night was the gay night out, but Saturday 
night was the big movie-going and dance night. You would see gay guys acting 
straight on Saturday nights, going out with a real girl. They had to do this for 
appearances sake; for the sake of their jobs, particularly teachers and public 
servants. Remember that in the 1950s homosexuality was still looked upon as a 
psychiatric illness; it was not until the late 1960s that homosexuality was taken 
off the mental illness list. Coming out could lose you your job and get you 
locked up in a mental asylum. Lobotomies and electric shock therapy were part 
of the ‘cure’ for homosexuality. There was always a threat of police and medical 
intimidation.
To ‘come out’ was very difficult. After High School you might meet someone down 
at a park — Beats were the thing. Down on a Beat you might hear about the coffee 
shops and one of the older Queens might help you. There were always people ready 
to lend a hand. Maybe they saw you as fresh ‘trade’, but the important thing was 
that they gave support. The Beat culture was far more social then.
In the 1960s gays did not have the ghetto mentality that is typical today. The 
scene was much smaller, not commercial, and we were a gay family who knew 
each other. There were real characters with camp names like ‘Gloria Swanson’, 
‘Gipsy’, ‘Rosa’ and ‘Mollie’. They might only get dressed in drag and go out 
once every few months but they were like movie stars, centerpoints of different 
social groups. ‘Gipsy’, ‘Rosa’ and ‘Mollie’ rescued me what I was young and 
shy, at about twelve or thirteen years old, and took me under their wings and 
mothered me. ‘Gloria Swanson’, ‘Norma Jean Baker’ and ‘Sybil’ took on names 
but also personas. Today people are much more standard in the way they dress 
and behave. In the 1950s there were also a few older Queens still around from 
the 1930s and 1940s generation who were fairly outrageous.
If you were gay it didn’t really matter where you went; you mixed with lots of 
groups. If social people were having a party they would invite gay people along 
because we weren’t inhibited and were outrageous — we livened up any party. 
The ghetto mentality where gays only socialise with gays did not exist in the 
1950s and 1960s. People were more communicative. Bars did not have loud
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sound systems, and bars closed early. You got to know people. I had lots of 
friends, models, all sorts of people. We were always going out to restaurants 
and no body cared; you could be as outrageous as you wanted. Take Warren 
for example, he was a barman at the National Hotel in the 1950s, 1960s and 1970s 
until it closed, which was where the police drank. He was renowned for his 
cocktails and for being able to remember his customers’ names and their favourite 
drinks. Warren always wore blue eye shadow and mascara, had painted finger 
nails and wore a sequined vest.
Because bars closed at 10 o’clock there were lots of house parties. They didn’t 
just open their doors to everyone. You selected who you wanted to come. 
There would be women’s parties and men’s parties with some crossover in 
between. The police used to raid all the big parties, and whenever they raided 
there would be photos taken because they brought photographers. They kept 
files of photos; they took lots of me and I know that the Queensland police and 
the Federal police both had a file on me. They knew everything I did and 
everywhere I went. They also took all the number plates of the cars at a party, or 
on a Beat or at a gay hotel. I know they used to do that at the Hacienda Hotel all 
the time when I worked there.
Theatre was always a very gay circle. Another section of the town with a 
colourful history is Petrie Terrace. There were lots of old houses up there, with 
a few brothels scattered about. The old terrace houses used to be owned by the 
Arts Theatre, which had a huge very gay social group attached to it. There were 
large theatre parties at the terrace houses in the 1960s — very theatrical parties, 
mostly gay. The Arts and Battle Dress restaurant next door was owned by two 
gay guys, who had been there for a long time and were very popular.
There were some real characters on the gay scene. I can remember going with a 
group one night to watch the activity down at Fig Tree Beat. One Queen went 
down in drag and was helping to keep watch for the police while everyone was 
busy in the Beat. The 60s were a time of huge hairdos and there was no way you 
could mistake her. When a police car came up she jumped out in front and 
screamed out to everyone to get out. A policeman shoved his head out of the 
window and said, ‘For Christ sake Helen, get off the street. We’re just going 
around the block.’
The Fig Tree Beat was famous. Roma Street, North Quay and the Fig Tree were 
the main ones. The Roma Street Beat was in the park opposite the 
Transcontinental Hotel. North Quay was at the bus shelter opposite the Treasury 
building, on the river side. The Botanic Gardens was a daytime Beat, because 
they locked the gates at dusk. Albert Park was a veiy long established Beat; it 
had no gates to keep them out. Dutton Park and Marchant Park were the only 
big ones in the suburbs.
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Things were all more centralised then, because everyone converged on the city. 
Everyone used to go to the Valley to shop. It had a huge retail area and it also 
had a gay focus because the night clubs were there. People didn’t have cars to 
get around in as they do today. Trams were a brilliant way o f travelling: you 
could go straight across the city in the trams. When the suburban shopping 
centres started to open, things changed. Chermside was the first one, then the 
others followed.
The Valley had all the night life. When we went out to a night club, we went 
there for the whole night. Now people don’t go out till late and they want to be 
entertained, to stand there mindless in the middle of a room blasted by loud 
music. They no longer talk to people; conversation has been lost. There was 
Turrinos, and Gerry and Tony Bellino opened up a place called the Spaghetti 
Bar. It was not licensed but it was open all night. It had UV lights and typical 
1960s acid posters on the walls. You could buy a dreadful quality claret there 
sold in paper cups. Bernard King was at the Playboy Club in Petrie Bight in the 
early 1960s: it had a drag show downstairs; upstairs they had a huge bar which 
was never licensed, but everyone went there. The Red Garter existed then and 
De Brazil was another place: a lot of Queens used to go there. In those days you 
could go to those places and no one would worry you. The only really gay 
venues were the bars. In 1962-63 I had a solo act at Piniocho’s bar across the 
road from the Empire Hotel in the Valley.
The gay scene of today comes out of the liberation movement, comes out of 
Stonewall. It is very American. Before that everything that was gay was from 
London or Europe. Nobody talked about going to San Francisco; they all went 
to London. There was a very European feel about being gay in Australia. What 
we have today is part of the Americanisation of Australian culture.
The 1970s were the time of the biggest change. We set up CAMP as a social and 
information group. CAMP provided a central motivation for the community and 
when it petered out it was followed by many other groups. I was running the 
Moon Room bar at the Alliance at the time. Plastic plants had just come in and 
the place was decked out in green plastic leaves; the ceiling was covered. The 
first meeting of CAMP was held at the Alliance hotel. I organised that meeting.35
Brisbane’s Queen’s Birthday Ball
Toye de Wilde also attended Brisbane’s Queen’s Birthday Ball right from its 
earliest years. The Balls has been staged every year since 1962, now claimed 
as the longest continuously-running annual gay celebration in the world. ‘Dame 
Sybil Von Thomdyke’ (the ‘Sybil’ mentioned by Toye above), the Ball’s longtime 
organiser, is not confident the show can go on for ever. ‘Dame Sybil’ threatens 
to bow out, hoping that Australia will beome a Republic, ending the Queen’s 
birthday holiday. And perhaps it is time the tradition ended, as the themed balls
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with long ceremonies— presenting Oscar awards for the most extravagant outfits 
o f the evening, as well as for community service —  have been overtaken by an 
extensive gay and lesbian culture which now includes dance parties. 2000s crowds 
gather to indulge their hedonism, lacking the community spirit of past years. While 
for some the annual Queen’s Ball remains a tradition, a once-a-year day when 
they meet old friends, watch the show and the Oscar presentations, for the dance 
party crowd the ceremonial side is largely an anachronism. However, the high 
camp and quite extraordinarily magnificent costumes, comparable with those of 
Sydney’s Gay and Lesbian Mardi Gras parade, make the Balls a unique Brisbane 
cultural phenomenon. What may save them is the coincidence on their timing, on 
the Saturday o f Queen’s Birthday weekend in early June, which enables the Ball 
to begin a month o f Pride Collective celebrations ending on Stonewall Day at the 
end o f the month.
When interviewing ‘Dame Sybil’, one takes a trip through Queensland gay 
history to the beginning o f the modem scene. Back in 1962 when the first 
Queen’s Ball was held at Mt Tamborine, Queensland was a much more 
conservative place: there were no gay venues and homosexuality was deemed 
a mental illness and a criminal offence. The first Ball was modelled on similar 
gay functions held at Katoomba in the Blue Mountains west o f Sydney. A 
Brisbane belle, ‘Norma Shearer’, suggested that Mt Tamborine was the Brisbane 
equivalent. As ‘Dame Sybil’ recounted in 1997:
We rented a place. It was a doctor’s residence. It was U-shaped and had a 
courtyard. It was cold— in the middle of winter of course —  but it was wonderful.
We invited people up. There were lots o f places to rent up there: we had three 
households with 20 to 30 people. It was a drag ball and there was no theme, just 
an evening with awards given out.
When questioned about the music, ‘Dame Sybil’ became quite nostalgic:
Oh, just the latest Broadway shows that came out on 12 inch 78 RPM, and 
played on a gramophone. The prizes were kewpie dolls sprayed gold. That was 
the beginning o f the awards. It was very successful and went along those lines 
for three or four years. Then we became very bold and decided to hire the Mt 
Tamborine Memorial Show Hall. When I look at it now, it is so small, but back in 
those days we thought it was enormous. We began to charge admission, or at 
least admission was a donation o f a silver coin, usually a sixpence. It was totally 
word-of-mouth advertising.
The Ball was held at Mt Tamborine from 1962 until 1971, attracting considerable 
numbers o f participants from Brisbane and the Gold Coast. The locals up on the 
mountain got quite used to blokes in bridal outfits doing the shopping, welcoming 
them back, but by 1970 the hall was too small and a new venue was needed.
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Constant shifting o f the venue has become one theme of the Ball’s life until 
today. Toye de Wilde suggested that the 1972 Queen’s Ball be held at 
Mudgeeraba, which is where the 11th was staged, remembered by the fact that 
the ball-goers managed to drink Wallaby Bob’s Hotel dry. Then the Ball moved 
on, to Nundah RSL hall for the 12th, 13th and 14th Balls (1973-75). According 
to ‘Dame Sybil’ those were the ‘halcyon days’, fabulous dances, when singer 
Carol Lloyd and the band Railroad Gin had begun to make their mark. She also 
quivered a bit at the thought o f another feature of the Nundah Balls, the two 
local bikie gangs, the Warlords and the Norsemen. ‘Such nice boys’, said 
‘Dame Sybil’, ‘they attended the Balls then turned up the next day to help clean 
up’. What deep throbbing secrets lurk there, one wonders, when the Dame 
met the bikies?
Gathering her self-composure, ‘Dame Sybil’ went on. The 15th Ball in 
1976 was held at Wanganui Gardens at Yeronga, but this also proved too small. 
The 16th, 17th and 18th Balls (1977-79) were held at the Hacienda Hotel in 
Fortitude Valley, now gone Irish, but fondly remembered by many as a great 
gay and lesbian venue. In 1980 the 19th Ball moved to the Homestead at 
Zillmere, but this was too far out o f the city. Ever since then the Ball has had a 
more central location. The 20th, 21st and 22nd Balls (1981-83) were held at 
Whispers (Manhattan) in Brunswick Street, and the 23rd and 24th back at the 
Hacienda in 1984-85. By this time ‘Dame Sybil’ was the sole organiser. Next 
came the Roxy in Brunswick Street, which was a great venue with two levels, 
holding about 2,000. The 25th to 29th Balls were held there, 1986 to 1990. By 
this time the crowds were getting very large. As ‘Dame Sybil’ said:
In the 1960s and 1970s everybody knew everybody. Then there was one year, in 
the Roxy years, perhaps 1988, when after cleaning up back stage I came out 
down the spiral staircase. I looked out and could not believe my eyes. All I 
could see were young people. This was the year that the younger generation 
discovered the Ball. It was very exciting!
In 1991 the Queen’s Ball shifted back to the Manhattan, and in 1992 the 31st 
was held at the Wool Pavilion at the Showgrounds. This was the first when 
Queensland AIDS Council and the AIDS Council o f NSW became involved. 
In 1993 the 32nd Ball was held at the Site (New Manhattan) and in 1994-95 the 
33rd and 34th Balls were back in the Roxy. In 1996 the ball shifted to the 
Convention Centre, which has marvellous facilities but presented logistic problems 
given the short time available to shift the staging equipment in an out. 1997- 
2000 saw the Ball back at the Exhibition Grounds, this time in John Reid Pavilion.
Tie Balls remain very public but still essentially private parties, now organised 
by ‘Sybil’, Skypac Lighting, and a dedicated team, part of the profits going to 
charity. In recent years the gay press has carried increasing amounts of criticism, 
calling on ‘ Sybil’ to reform the style of the Ball. The magic is always appreciated,
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with great stage performances and wonderful costumes. As one letter o f thanks 
indicated, ‘Impersonation and transgenderism are much maligned aspects of 
our culture and yet make up a major part of our entertainment pool of humanity.’36 
But another letter, which awarded the 1998 Queen’s Ball a score of six out o f 
ten, noted the obvious:
A growing number of Ball patrons attend simply for the dance party content and 
not the awards ceremony. This is the issue the organisers need to review... 
Brisbane only experiences two gay and lesbian parties of this scale yearly. The 
Sleaze Ball organisers have certainly caught on to dance party culture, now is 
the time for Queen’s Ball to implement reform.37
The awards ceremony was streamlined for the 1999 Ball, which solved some 
of the problems. Even without ‘Sybil’, the annual Queen’s Ball will probably 
continue into the next century, but as a costumed drag-oriented dance party, 
stripped o f its awards and history. It satisfies, dignifies and celebrates the high 
camp side of the gay world, and the phenomena of drag queens, who still dominate 
entertainment in Brisbane’s commercial gay scene. The Sleaze Ball and other 
dance parties will be taken up as a further theme in Chapter Eleven.
Queensland University: Semper Floreat, 1969
Queensland University, opened in 1911, is the first, largest and always the most 
radical university in Queensland. Student politics have always attracted 
individuals who use the internal machinations of the Student Union as a training 
ground for State and national politics, o f  both conservative and radical 
persuasions. The Union and its newspaper Semper Floreat (the Floreat part 
o f the title is now seldom used) have also always been an attractive base for 
sexual radicals and for budding journalists and writers. Well before Campus 
Camp was formed in 1973, in 1969 Semper Floreat, motivated by the beginning 
o f gay law reform in the southern States, carried its first investigation o f camp 
life on campus and in Brisbane. It is worth reprinting in detail to give a feel for 
the period. The unnamed reporter began by stating that he was 'no t a 
homosexual’.
Knowledge of homosexuality amongst monkeys, dolphins and various other 
animals is widely known, and acceptable to most people. Yet, to a large percentage 
of human beings, who, after all, can be considered as only the middle stage in 
the Ape-Man-Thought evolutionary process (as expressed in Stanley Kubrick’s 
2001), homosexuality is looked upon as something which is not very common, 
and as something which only occurs amongst people who are at some lower 
evolutionary stage. Why?
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There are many deep-rooted sexual restrictions which are imposed on man from 
childhood by family and protocols, and to make them more acceptable, they are 
wrapped up in the universally binding form of a dogmatic religion and enforced 
through a concept of sin. This last statement is rather ironic when one considers 
the statements of two camps (the common name given to homosexuals by 
themselves) I was talking to recently. The first was explaining to me how he 
originally participated in homosexual practices. It seems that when he was a 
young boy at a Catholic school in Melbourne, and the school was on Retreat, he 
and another boy, finding themselves idle, started their homosexual careers. The 
second explained to me that Catholics were the easiest of religions to originally 
talk into participating in homosexual activities, and yet the Catholic church seems 
to be the most authoritarian of all religions. Perhaps this is because homosexuality 
is a reaction against the restrictions placed on one by the Catholic church.
When considering the homosexuality issue, a question that immediately springs 
to mind is ‘Why do Australians react so violently to ‘queers’?’
From interviewing a number of homosexuals on this subject, there seems to be 
two reasons, though the second is a result of the first. Firstly, most camps seem 
to consider that most Australians are hung up with one big inferiority complex 
when they compare themselves with their counterparts in the United States and 
Great Britain. As a result of this they try very hard to have the typical Australian 
big, bronzed, beer-swilling, beach-going image. This gives them a preoccupation 
with ‘masculinity’, and therefore to preserve this image they subconsciously 
consider that they must be repulsed by homosexuality. And it is from this that 
we get the second answer. These ‘typical Australian’ types spend a great deal 
of their time with other men, drinking together, going to bucks’ parties together, 
and generally carrying on with all the other activities which are regarded as 
normal to ‘mateship’. All these activities which come under the title of mateship 
are basically homosexual in tone, e.g. doing a ‘hambone’ at a buck’s party, or 
having drinking races where everybody strips because they claim it is getting 
hot and actually all they want to do is feel and see each other’s body, and so 
again there is a great subconscious rebellion against anyone who looks in the 
least bit pretty, and it is a direct result of this that we get the great Australian 
pastime of ‘belting up a few queers’.
It is no doubt that these so-called typical Australians have a large percentage of 
latent homosexuals and practising homosexuals amongst them. Almost all the 
camps that I have met claim that they find their easiest pick-ups at a certain 
Brisbane hotel renowned for its footballer-type clientele. And, surprising as it 
may seem, they all agree that Queensland was so aptly named as it is the campest 
State in Australia.
The first gay party I went too absolutely shocked me. I went along with the 
preconceived idea of having to protect myself from being raced off by homosexual 
men, and was completely and utterly surprised by the fact that I was not bothered
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when I explained to them that I was square. At the party, the camps were quite 
different from they are at normal places, and this was especially noticeable in the 
manner of their speech. All were speaking with affected accents, trying very 
hard to speak like women. All seemed to be enjoying themselves immensely, 
and at one stage we were treated to a strip by a beautiful drag queen (man 
dressed as a woman), and this was followed by a screaming little drag queen 
getting extremely jealous and wanting to claw the former’s eyes out. In fact it 
was very like the situation at normal square parties once you got over the idea 
that half the men were playing the part of women whether they dressed in drag 
or not. Another surprising thing was the number on non-pretty type camps that 
were at the party. In fact some of them were so fat and ugly that it was hard to 
believe how anyone could be attracted to them physically. This I think, gives 
away a very important feature of homosexual existence. Just as male-female 
relationships rely on mutual understanding, and being able to communicate 
with one another in other than sexual communication relationships, the camp 
existence often relies on being able to talk to one another as basically they are 
quite insecure people. This is only natural when one considers that they must 
lead quite schizophrenic lives, playing the role of normal people.38
This chapter has presented a variety o f  views from the 1940s through to the 
1960s, discussing the early gay venues such as coffee houses, cafe and cinemas, 
hotel bars and night clubs. In quite clear ways the wider com m unity was 
becoming more accepting o f  gay lifestyles, and the medical and legal professions 
were trying to understand and explain homosexuality. While their analysis seems 
quaint today, and their ‘cures’ quite barbarous, the postwar decades w ere part 
o f  the transition through to quite rapid changes onwards from the 1970s. Chapter 
Nine looks at the social side o f  contemporary gay scene, 1970s to 1990s. Chapter 
Ten examines gay liberation politics, dem edicalisation o f homosexuality, gay 
law reform, and the advent o f  AIDS.
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Chapter Nine
Coming of Age:
The Contemporary Gay Scene, 
1970s-1990s
Coming out in the 1970s
Historians mainly argue that the development of a distinct lesbian and gay male 
cultural identity is relatively recent. There is a current gay community myth 
about what could be described as the ‘eternal homosexual’, which claims that 
there have always been lesbians and gay men. Sure, there has been homosexual 
‘acts’ throughout history in all societies, but this is not necessarily homosexual 
‘identity’ in the modem sense o f a distinct lesbian and gay subculture. This has 
developed along with capitalism, consumer society, and the decline o f Christianity, 
which has freed individuals from the constraints of families and allowed anonymous 
social and sexual lives to develop, particularly in urban surroundings.
The words ‘heterosexual’ and ‘homosexual’ were coined in Germany in 1869 
but not used in the English language until the 1890s. The evidence seems to 
indicate that although there was a discernible homosexual subculture in a few 
large European cities in the eighteenth century, more widespread in the nineteenth 
century, in Australian cities it was not strong until the 1920s, 1930s and 1940s. It 
also seems likely that there are gender, class, race and ethnic differences in the 
timing of various groups of men and women ‘coming out’ socially.
As part o f its support for Campaign Against Moral Persecution Incorporated 
(CAMP Inc., discussed in Chapter Ten), in 1971 the Humanist Society sponsored 
a survey o f 100 homosexuals in Brisbane. This is the earliest study we have of 
Queensland’s lesbian and gay male community. The sample consisted o f 78 
males and 22 females. The group surveyed had already ‘come out’ in a social, if 
not a political sense, and they varied greatly in ages, social backgrounds, education, 
occupations, tastes and interests. Generally they were sixteen to thirty years of 
age, well educated and o f higher socio-economic standing than the wider 
community. They answered a questionnaire, designed by Dr Cora Zyp to collect 
personal details, to explore their backgrounds and sexual relationships, together 
with their visions of the gay and lesbian scene of the time.
They reported that their orientation as homosexuals had been established in 
adolescence or soon after. Some were as young as eleven when they knew 
they were physically attracted to their own sex, but others were twenty before 
they realised their homosexuality. The men tended to have either no heterosexual 
experience or only brief, experimental encounters, whereas the women often
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had experienced more long-lasting heterosexual relationships, though they 
reported that these were generally unsatisfactory. This probably indicates the 
pressures of a patriarchal society on women to conform to social norms. The 
women were also more likely to have been involved in ‘serial monogamy’ than 
the men, who tended to have had more casual sexual partners.
Seventy-eight of the group classified themselves as totally homosexual, with 
more women than men seeing themselves as exclusively homosexual. Seventy 
considered heterosexual marriage quite impossible for them in the future. 
Common anxieties were concerned with their relationships, their families and 
colleagues at work. Just over half said that their families knew nothing about 
their homosexuality and most intended to keep it that way. One-quarter reported 
some discrimination against them at work, and a similar proportion reported 
some encounter with police, blackmail or violence because of their sexuality.
Fifteen described their love life only in terms of casual encounters, but 
seventy-four either had steady long-term partners or had had a series of 
monogamous relationships. The women tended to have fewer partners and 
their relationships lasted longer than those of the men. None of the women had 
. ever had any sexual diseases, although fifty-six of the men indicated that they 
had, picked up through homosexual activity.
Gay-friendly bars existed, but they were not like the major commercial venues 
of today. Most of the sample regularly went to bars to socialise and drink alcohol.
The final question in the survey was about how they saw their future. The 
majority were optimistic for themselves and the future of the lesbian and gay 
community. A quarter of a century later much has changed. It would be 
interesting to see how their views and circumstances have altered over the 
intervening years.1
Q ueensland’s Gay Venues, 1960s-1980s
In the late 1990s Queensland has many hotels and nightclubs in Brisbane and 
regional cities catering for the gay and lesbian market. While anyone is welcome 
there, they are safe space for gays and lesbians: ‘straights’ have to conform to 
gay and lesbian rules of behaviour. These gay and lesbian venues have existed 
since the 1970s, becoming increasingly sophisticated in their decor and the 
performances staged there, from drag routines to some of the best professionally 
choreographed shows around. This is a far cry from the beginnings of bars 
specifically catering for a gay clientele, which often operated only one night 
each week. These were also markedly different from earlier bars which were 
gay-friendly but also served a more diverse group of patrons. 1970s gay bars 
also existed in other smaller Queensland cities such as Cairns and Townsville, 
but they were more of a ‘movable feast’ on weekends, located at different
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hotels at the whim of the licensees and often dependant on friendly ‘bar maids’ 
who encouraged a gay crowd.
In the 1970s Cairns’ gay gathering place was the Marlin Bar at the Great 
Northern Hotel, one or two restaurants, and the Gold Diggers Club which 
arranged informal get-togethers. Cairns’ first real gay venue was the Pink 
Room on the upstairs verandahs of Rusty Rees’ Hotel, overlooking the comer 
of Sheridan and Shields Streets. It began operations in 1984, run by the ALSO 
(Alternative Life Style Organisation) Club, later renamed the Cairns Hospitality 
Industry Association. These organisations, like Brisbane’s Free Business 
Association, date from the Bjelke-Peterson days when the words ‘gay’ and 
‘lesbian’ were taboo in titles. In 1986 Cyclone Winifred blew the verandahs off 
the hotel, forcing relocation to the public bar and its pleasant but quaint beer 
garden, which remained a memorable tropical venue until 1995 when competition 
from newer commercial venues such as Club Trix, and Studs and Stilettoes, 
became too much for Rusty’s.2
Down the coast at Townsville, aside from Beats, the earliest focus for gay 
men was Tattersall’s Hotel private bar in the 1950s, then in the late 1960s the 
front bars of the Exchange, Lang’s and Queen’s alternated as occasional gay 
venues. Most o f the social scene was organised word-of-mouth at hotel bars, 
leading on to private house parties, although in 1975-76 Club 1-2 held functions 
at the Garbutt Cycle Club Hall. When Queensland Pride contributor Colin 
Edwards reminisced in 1996 about his Townsville years, he could just as easily 
have been describing the scene in the 1970s:
I have been in Townsville now for just under eleven years and for most of those, 
there was rarely a choice between events and venues. About all that was on 
offer was an occasional Saturday or odd Friday occurrence, back in the days 
when we had our space at the Midtown Hotel.3
In the mid-1970s James Cook Tavern attracted a mixed clientele, including a 
few lesbians, very few of whom were out on Townsville’s gay scene until the 
late 1970s, when the Criterion Hotel down on the Strand began hosting gay and 
lesbian functions. On Sunday afternoons its pleasant beer garden rang with 
gay and lesbian laughter.4 Townsville Gayliners’ social club operated between 
1982 and 1987, staging various events including Sleaze Balls at the Mansfield 
Hotel in 1986 and in 1987, the latter event entertained by guest performances 
from Brisbane’s Toye de Wilde and the ‘Androgenee’ group. However, the 
1987 Sleaze Ball was not an overwhelming success: the files of the social club 
which ran it contain several scathing letters complaining about the discjockey 
who referred to the ceiling fans as ‘fannys’, and the ‘Big Tits Competition’ 
organised during the night.5
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The Brisbane and Gold Coast scene in the 1950s, 1960s and 1970s was not 
much better than these northern ‘movable feasts’. The Gold Coast had a far 
earlier gay scene than Brisbane, operating from the Surfers Paradise Hotel 
onwards from the 1950s, now the site of the Meeting Place, the main 1990s- 
2000s gay night club. Here, during each Sunday session the Beer Garden was 
the major gay gathering place for the Coast and Brisbane, and during the week 
the Birdwatchers and Back bars provided the focus for the Coast’s gay social 
scene. In those pre-breathaliser days when Tia Maria and milk, Baccardi and 
coke, and Barossa Pearl were all the rage, many a drunken drive was made 
between Brisbane and the Coast.There were also three ostensibly straight saunas 
in Surfers Paradise which were frequented by a gay clientele.6 A more private 
gay scene operated from the many Surf Lifesavers Clubs, where the mixture 
of salt air, alcohol and sleep-overs was notorious for male sexual adventures. 
Young men came down from Brisbane for the weekend, guarding the beaches 
during the days and sleeping together in 80-bed dormitories at night. As recounted 
by the Vice President of the Coolangatta Lifesavers, 1959-77, ‘the boys would 
go out on a Friday night, get drunk, belt up a long hair or a poofta, then come 
.back to the dormitory and fuck their mate’.7
From 1967 the Gold Coast boasted the fabulous Mozelle Brothers, 
internationally renown female impersonators. John Mozelle was initially a young 
acrobatic dancer in the 1930s, then in the Second World War he worked as a 
drag entertainer for the Armed Forces, which as he says was ‘short of sheilas’. 
He progressed to J C Williamson’s shows, moving from them to work in London’s 
West End where his high-heeled acrobatics was much admired. It was there 
he met Peter, already a world-class female impersonator. After ten years they 
decided to return to Australia in a dual female impersonator act originally called 
Stanton and Small, but later renamed as the Mozelles. Peter moved to Sydney’s 
Les Girls in 1963 and with John brought the Fabulous Mozelles show to the 
Coolangatta Hotel on the Gold Coast in 1967. Then in 1973 John and Peter 
Mozelle introduced Brisbane to their sophisticated female impersonator double 
act at the Jet Club in Fortitude valley.8
Meanwhile, Neil McLucas was beginning his career as a gay bar proprietor 
at Brunhilda’s Social Club, which ran for about eighteen months at the Story 
Bridge Hotel in 1971-72. The bar staff were dressed as footballers in little 
white shorts, sleeveless football jerseys and long football socks. Patrons had to 
be members and sign in, but in reality most signed false names. Next, McLucas 
took over the long-established Old Rowes restaurant in Edward Street, from 
1975 until 1981 running it as a restaurant and disco. The 1974 Brisbane floods 
ruined the old restaurant, but enabled McLucas to refurbish it and alter the 
image. Old Rowes was downstairs in a nineteenth century building with a 
marble staircase and a huge crystal chandelier. By day it was a restaurant with 
fast food: three course meals cost $1.75 with 120-150 patrons each lunch time
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and up to 300 on Fridays. Dinner was available from 6.00 pm, but from 8.00 
pm it became a gay disco licensed until midnight, with extended licenses for 
special events.
In 1981 his two partners left the business and the building was demolished, 
which decided his move to the Terminus, a basement in Brunswick Street in the 
Valley. Originally called Nero’s restaurant, then Sweeneys (which was gay 
one night a week), then a gay bar called the Silver Dollar, during the 1980s the 
Terminus, in its prime position opposite the Valley railway station and surrounded 
by other nightclubs, became Brisbane’s main gay venue. The Terminus originally 
had a restaurant licence, which was changed to a cabaret licence. Its dark 
recesses and strange comers were beloved by cruising patrons.
The next move was more ambitious. In the late 1980s the Alliance Hotel, 
on the comer of St Pauls Terrace and Boundary Road in Spring Hill, had a 
downstairs bar called the Set which was gay on weekends: ‘Freda’s’ Tartan 
bar there developed a good reputation. In 1991 the Terminus moved to the 
Alliance, which for six months became a grand three-story gay venue. Over­
capitalised and under-patronised, it was a financial failure. McLucas and his 
partners had also leased the nearby Sportsman Hotel in 1989, the first gay- 
owned and operated hotel in Queensland, which remains a major gay venue.
Other gay bars came and went. In the 1980s the Hacienda Hotel and 
particularly Zulu’s bar on its comer was a well-known gay venue. The Pelican 
Tavern (now Genghis Khan restaurant) near the RNA showgrounds was a 
gay venue for a short time in the 1980s, as was Starz, up-stairs in Brunswick 
Street just down from the Terminus. The Beat (formerly the Cockatoo), one 
of John Hannay’s business interests, has also operated for many years, as a 
late-nightclub with a mixed but very gay-friendly clientele. For a short time in 
the early 1990s it had a gay key-club upstairs run by Toye De Wilde, which 
floundered for lack of custom.9
Licensing laws were reformed at the time of Expo ‘88, allowing more 
flexible trading hours. The advent of the Goss Labor government in 1990 
meant fairer treatment from licensing authorities and the police.10 Although 
gay and lesbian venues come and go, several have survived the 1990s, 
particularly Sportsmans Hotel and Options nightclub in Spring Hill, and 
Wickham Hotel in the Valley. The Alliance resumed its gay role in 1998. 
There are also women-only venues, such as KD’s at the Jubilee Hotel and 
the Sandpit at the Melbourne Hotel. The size of the available clientele for 
Brisbane’s commercial gay and lesbian bar scene seems only able to support 
a few venues at any one time, but they are a far cry from the ‘Sex Pit’ at the 
Grand Central Hotel in the prewar years.
Gay and lesbian venues are frequented by individuals who are reasonably 
comfortable with their sexual identities and willing to be seen in public enjoying 
the company of others of like interests. However, Beats, the secretive side of
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male sexuality, continue to operate, used by some of the same men who patronise 
commercial venues, but more by men who wish to remain anonymous about 
their sexual preferences. The following case from Townsville in 1980 details 
the Beat scene.
Poofs in the Park: Townsville, 1980
The gay political activity which began in the 1970s was Brisbane-based and did 
not alter gay patterns in provincial cities or smaller towns, nor gain much 
understanding from the wider community, certainly not in Townsville. A 1975 
visit to James Cook University by gay author and political activist Dennis Altman 
caused the Townsville Daily Bulletin to devote an editorial to Altman, describing 
his speech as infamous and obscene.11
Townsville’s Strand is a wonderful place to promenade on a hot moonlit 
night with cool breezes blowing. The City Council has made the river end of 
the beachfront opposite Queen’s Hotel into beautiful Anzac Park, planted with 
palms and spreading banyan trees, equipped with lighting, paths and fountains, 
seats and swings, an elaborate bandstand, a war cenotaph, a fresh water 
swimming pool, and public toilets. Townsville’s Casino now adjoins the Strand. 
The road along the Strand is a major thoroughfare and Anzac Park is quite 
central to life in Townsville, depicted on postcards and used daily by a large 
number of the residents.
Thus, there was considerable interest in 1980 when the Townsville 
Advertiser, a right-wing free newspaper with strong connections to the 
Queensland National Party, emblazoned across its front page ‘Poofs in the 
Park: Tropical Setting Undergoes a Sordid Change After Dark’. Having grabbed 
the attention of its readers, the paper went on:
Anzac Park has become a haven for roving homosexuals who are unafraid to 
solicit anyone who wanders there after dark. Daytime approaches have also 
been made, giving one of Townsville’s prominent tourist spots a grim reputation.
If allowed to continue, the park will be shunned by locals and visitors alike.
Reports on the homosexual activity have filtered into the Advertiser for weeks 
but, lately, they have become more than regular. Tobruk Pool Manager Mr. Col 
McElligott said he often receives complaints about homosexual contact in the 
park, but Townsville Police said people were usually embarrassed about 
complaining about such matters. The offers made by the men are not exactly 
subtle. In fact they can be very blunt.
Acting on complaints two intrepid reporters ventured there one balmy Tuesday 
night in September, and ‘both came away shaken’. The two reporters, Ian 
McDougall and Scott Dixon set up watch:
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The public toilet block opposite the waterfall is the main source of complaint. 
The toilet wall was covered with obscene graffiti. I let Dixon out of the car near 
the playground next to Tobruk Baths, then drove up and parked where I had a 
good view of the toilet block. Two males were sitting close together outside on 
the footpath. After I stopped, one of the males got up and crossed the road. By 
this time Dixon was in plain view as he walked towards the toilet area. He came 
closer as the chap across the road circled around and appeared to check out the 
car. I had feigned tiredness and he crossed the road behind the car, obviously 
for a better look at me. Dixon by now had reached the toilets and gone inside. 
The male outside entered the toilet just after Dixon.
‘I walked into the only cubicle,’ Dixon told me later, ‘and when I came out to 
wash my hands, the man looked closely at me and then walked out the door. 
Outside, the man tried to strike up a conversation. He asked where I was going 
to and offered to accompany me. We walked in the park, which was fairly dark, 
towards the fountain. When I went to leave the park and turn into Wickham St., 
he asked me to go down to the beach with him.’ Dixon said he asked the fellow, 
who was about 25 years of age, what he meant. The male replied: ‘I thought we 
may be able to have some fun together.’ Dixon said the tone of his voice made 
the intentions very clear that sexual activity was to be involved. At this stage, 
Dixon said he became very nervous about the situation he had let himself into. 
‘I declined the “invitation” and made my way into the light,’ Dixon said. ‘The 
chap walked away by himself towards the beach.’
Dixon and I then drove to Flinders St. After discussing the matter for a few 
minutes, I left the car and walked along Wickham St. towards the Strand. I 
passed one suspicious looking man on the way but no contact was made. I then 
turned onto the Strand and crossed the readjust down from the Customs House. 
Having seen a car pull up at the toilet, I decided to take a chance and walk 
through the dark park area to the beachfront to wait for the car to leave. It didn’t. 
While waiting there, a blonde medium-build male, about 178cm (5' 10") tall and 
wearing shorts and sleeveless T-shirt, approached me. He was in his early 
twenties. He first commented on the beautiful evening and engaged in casual 
conversation. The man then asked where I was going. I said I was a bit ‘under 
the weather’ and was heading towards home. When I refused his invitation to 
walk with me, he put an un-natural and obscene proposition to me.
I bluntly refused and the man walked away towards the fountain, where I had 
earlier passed a group of giggling males. At that stage I couldn’t tell whether or 
not the car was still outside the toilet block, so I decided to wander over and 
confirm Dixon’s contact. The car had been there between 10 and 15 minutes. As 
I neared the toilet, a chap left the car and went towards the toilet. I heard another 
voice inside and decided to avoid contact. Dixon’s contact was about 170cm (5' 
7") tall, in his mid twenties, solidly built and wearing jeans and a T-shirt. ‘He 
looked as though he could have got heavy if he wanted to,’ Dixon said.
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A man high up in Rugby League circles was also approached by a homosexual 
recently. He said he was walking towards his car, parked in Wickham St., about 
1.30 am after a night on the town. He heard footsteps behind him, which increased 
and decreased with his own pace. ‘When I turned the comer into Wickham St.,
I quickened my pace and ducked into an alley. The man didn’t see me but I heard 
him speed up. He passed the lane and then turned back and looked in. He made 
a very indecent offer which I refused in no uncertain terms. Had I not had my 
sense about me I would have flattened him.’ The homosexual walked off in the 
direction of the Strand. The League man went to his car and drove home past 
Anzac Park where he says the homosexual fellow took another person into the 
toilet block. He rang the police when he got home.
Mr. Col McElligot, of Tobruk Pool, said he received quite a few complaints about 
homosexuals approaching people in the toilets —  in daytime as well as after dark.
‘A lot of people, both tourists and locals, come into the pool and ask to use our 
toilets,’ Mr. McElligott said. ‘Many complain about the toilet’s condition, but the 
council can’t be there 24 hours a day. Others say they’ve been approached by 
strange men who have made indecent suggestions. The other night I saw two 
males having a bit of a kiss and cuddle in the park. At other times I have seen other 
people in the shadows and it isn’t hard to visualise what they’re doing.’
Mr. McElligot said he has to stay up if his daughter goes out for an evening. ‘I 
have to stay awake and open up the gates and let her in — I wouldn’t like her to 
be out there alone,’ he said. ‘I don’t like to think that children using the park are 
approached by these people but it’s a possibility.’
A spokesman for the Townsville police said regular patrols were made along the 
Strand, particularly Anzac Park. ‘We don’t get too many complaints about this 
type of activity,’ he said. ‘People seem to be embarrassed complaining to us 
about these approaches, or they just don’t think about it at all’.12
The next week the Advertiser editorial gloried that the paper had cleared the 
park o f  its ‘regulars’, although the letters to the editor in the next two issues 
uniformly upbraided the paper for its bigotry and gutter journalism.13 For a few  
weeks in 1980 Townsville’s Strand became famous, but it soon returned to its 
previous pattern where its Beat became just one o f  the unremarkable amenities 
it offered to residents o f  the northern city.
Queensland’s Beats, 1980s-1990s
Beats have been a constant theme throughout this book. Although 2000s gay 
male sexuality is not Beat-focused in a way that earlier camp sexuality o f several 
decades ago certainly was, Beats have remained central to the lives o f  some 
homosexuals, mainly non-gay-identified men. As well, the physical nature o f  
Beats and their geographical locations have altered, now often focussed on
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beaches and parks rather than public amenity blocks. It is wrong to presume 
that Beats will fade from the scene as men come to terms with multiple 
masculinities and identities and less stigma is attached to gay bars, saunas and 
other meeting places. There is no sign o f decline in these public displays of 
male homosexuality. The focus may be shifting away from park toilets to 
shopping centre amenities, but commercial gay venues will only ever attract 
one section o f the gay population. Some gay-identified men continue to find 
Beats exciting and convenient, and there will always be married men who will 
never jeopardise their heterosexual relationships by overt homosexual socialising.
Since the publication of the 1980 newspaper report outlined above, Townsville’s 
beachfront Beat has moved further down the Strand, to the other side o f the 
swimming pool. Following the construction of Townsville’s casino on reclaimed 
land along the river end o f the Strand, and the boat marina in front of Anzac Park, 
both in the early 1980s, the old Beat became too well lit and too public. The 
Strand Beat is no longer in the park and is not attached to the old toilet block: 
rather, it stretches along the beach where the City Council has constructed a 
major rock wall as a cyclone protection measure. The wall provides cover from 
the road and walking-paths, creating shadows, nooks, and crannies that are used 
to full advantage. The barrier created by the rock wall and the limited access 
points enhance the sense of security. It takes too much effort for the police to 
patrol the area, and possible gay-bashers can be readily identified.
My Townsville informants tell me that in the 1990s the Strand Beat was 
essentially a night venue, and usage came in waves: on most nights the first 
wave arrived in the early evening, followed by a 10-11.00 pm shift, then by the 
1.00 am shift, on its way home from hotels and bars. On Friday nights especially, 
the early morning shift attracted straights who poured out o f the nearby clubs 
and pubs, did not consider themselves gay, certainly did not want to be recognised, 
but wanted casual male-to-male sex.
The Strand is merely the most prominent but not the only Beat in Townsville. 
The beachfront along the Cape Pallarenda road developed as a nocturnal Beat 
for those with cars. Two parking areas between Rowes Bay and Pallarenda 
remained popular throughout the 1990s, despite complaints by nearby residents 
o f ‘suspicious and deviate behaviour’.14 The far end o f the Cape Pallarenda 
beach has for decades been an unofficial nude beach, and the new Botanic 
Gardens at Anderson Park, Mundingburra (in the suburbs), has some attraction 
as a drive-through Beat and tends to operate mainly during daylight.
The only major Queensland city north o f Townsville is Cairns, where the 
Esplanade Beat must rate top billing for prime gay urban beach real estate, in 
size, scenic value, and safety. Hundreds o f men use this Beat every week. 
Stretching along the beach just down from the centre o f the city, the northern 
end o f the landscaped beachfront park is a thriving gay Beat. Amongst the 
individuals and strolling couples —  Japanese tourists, itinerant backpackers,
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locals taking a walk with their dogs, mothers with children in strollers, joggers, 
youths on bicycles — are purposeful youths and men, to the discerning eye 
quite obviously cruising for sexual encounters.
These encounters may take place in the toilet block, seemingly designed for 
all-round observation of the passing trade, often in the single toilet, enlarged for 
wheel chair access. Cairns’ beachfront Beat adjoins a car park, in which at 
almost any hour of the day or night, cars pull up, single men emerge, stroll 
around, disappear into the amenities block seemingly to deal with a call of nature 
for a few minutes, perhaps staying a little longer than strictly necessary. Then 
by seeming coincidence another man, maybe two, will also enter for a few 
minutes, emerge, drive or walk away, no longer interested in the view.
Other users avoid the public conveniences, strolling along the beachfront 
path, stopping to rest on the plentiful seats. They stroll, sit, stroll, sit, for often 
half an hour to one hour, striking up conversations, departing with new 
acquaintances. At night there is plenty of cover on the beach or in the gardens 
for quick oral and masturbatory sexual acts and quick partings. In 1997 the 
Cairns correspondent of Queensland Pride posted a warning:
Local police have continued a close watch on the area. A number of local gay 
men using the park have been stopped and quizzed by police. Others have been 
arrested for allegedly using the park for sexual encounters. One man claims to 
have been arrested and charged with gross indecency in a public place for 
cuddling a partner in a quiet spot. ‘Nothing more,’ the man claims: however the 
police allege differently and the man is to face court early in August. He plans 
to fight the charge. Police insist that there are no more patrols along The 
Esplanade than usual: however it would seem that their presence has increased 
over the last couple of months. If you are approached by the constabulary, you 
are obliged to furnish your name and address and date o f birth, but it is not 
illegal to relax in a public park, so don’t be intimidated. Do make sure you don’t 
give the coppers a hard time though, because obviously they can make things 
difficult, so keep it cool, keep it friendly, and most of all keep it discreet. One 
suspects that the change in the political colour o f the state government had 
brought about a change o f attitude towards the gay community.15
Most of the city’s hotels and back-packer hostels are within easy walking distance 
of the Esplanade. Tourists invite locals to their rooms, and a surprising number 
of the local users live close by. All races and ages are present: average 
European-Australians and recent Asian immigrants, both locals and tourists up 
from the south, a few Aborigines and Islanders, and occasional overseas tourists.
Mackay, south of Townsville, is a medium size sugar town, has a rather 
seedy inner-city Beat of long-standing and a pleasant beach-side Beat in the 
sand hills near the harbour. Rockhampton’s main Beats are around the Coloured 
Fountain and in Quay Street along the banks of the Fitzroy River, as well as in
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the old Second World War air-raid shelters which now serve as toilet blocks in 
the main street. Bundaberg’s Beats are in Queen’s Park and at Mon Repos 
Beach near the turtle hatchery. In Gympie, a highway town north of Noosa, 
the Beat is in a driver’s rest-area on the northern outskirts. At Noosa, the 
tourist Mecca of the Sunshine Coast, the beach at Alexandria Bay in the National 
Park is a famous nude beach and gay Beat, and several of the parking-bays 
along the beach on the way to Coolum are also gay Beats. Municipal authorities 
who named their leading parks after Queen Victoria last century never realised 
quite how appropriate their choice of nomenclature was. Toowoomba, up on 
the range west of Brisbane, has a Beat in Queen’s Park, as does Ipswich just 
outside of Brisbane.
Toowoomba had Beat problems in 1997, revealed by Queensland Pride 
correspondent ‘Pearl S Fuck’ an ex-Brisbane belle. ‘Pearl’ reported that the 
Queen’s Park public amenities building were now being locked at night to halt 
alleged ‘child prostitution rackets’ said by local authorities to flourish in the 
Toowoomba’s parks, gardens and shopping malls, seemingly unknown to any 
local gays. This was a recurrence of Council behaviour from twenty years earlier, 
when authorities removed doors from cubicles:
Many locals, including your correspondent, are old enough to recall the demure 
but enterprising client of city services who, the very evening after the toilet 
doors were removed, went to the bog and, using a hammer drill, unbolted the 
toilet doors from the women’s toilets and reinstated them in the men’s loos. In 
the face of such genteelness, the Council of the day abandoned its attempts to 
prohibit exhibitionism amongst the male population...
It probably says something about the worldliness and pragmatism of 
Toowoomba’s local government representatives that a city’s administration, 
whose parks and gardens service provides such splendid amenities as ‘the head 
job tree’, should consider that shutting the dunnies at 6pm will have an iota of 
effect on the search of lonely men for companionship.16
The Gold Coast also has it own unique Beats. In the 1950s and 1960s the 
surrounds of Cavill Avenue were a major cruising area, with the focus on the 
amenities block near the Surf Club pavilion, where bronzed lifesavers were 
usually available. Beachfront toilet blocks have always been particularly active. 
However, at night the Gold Coast changes from toilet Beats to beach and park 
Beats: areas of the beachfront at Broadbeach, Southport and Burleigh are 
alive with men enjoying the pleasures of each other’s company. As well, the 
Gold Coast is famous for its construction workers, often covered with building 
dust, who call in at Beats on their way home, for a quick session. In the late 
1980s and early 1990s the stalls in the Miami beachfront shower block attached 
to a caravan park had strategically-placed holes between each one. The shower
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block was busy day and night, sometimes frequented by lifesavers and at least 
one Ironman. It has since been restricted to caravan park users only. The Gold 
Coast also has had for many years a very active nude beach and cruising area at 
the Spit at Southport. This remains extremely popular today, the bushes between 
the road and the beach forming perfect cover from the overhead surveillance 
helicopters. At the southern end of the Gold Coast, in New South Wales, Fingal 
Beach has a similar reputation to the Spit. Much of this Coast scene went 
underground in the 1990s following a very active campaign by Alderperson Kerry 
Smith who took on a personal crusade to ‘clean up’ the Gold Coast.
On Brisbane’s outskirts there were two highway Beats o f substantial 
reputation. Burpengary Beat on the northern approach remains active, and until 
recently another existed at Beenleigh, between the Gold Coast and Brisbane. 
One o f Brisbane’s busiest 1990s Beats (even with surveillance cameras outside) 
was the toilet and shower amenities at the Brisbane Transit Centre in Roma 
Street, as well as in the adjacent park. Another o f long-standing, until overtaken 
by the Treasury Casino development in the late 1980s, was centred on a toilet 
block at the bus interchange in North Quay. Inner-city parks, such as Albert 
and Wickham Parks, New Farm Park and Dutton Park, have been Beats for 
several decades. The suburbs like Graceville, Toowong, Stones Comer and 
Corinda also have their favourites: commodious public toilets, deep in suburbia, 
where appointments and specifications are scribbled on the walls. ‘Room 42’ 
in the Forgan Smith building at the University o f Queensland was, until the 
1980s, a famous safe haven beloved by generations o f students and equally 
eagerly visited by Brisbane’s roving Beat connoisseurs.
In their heydays ten to twenty years ago some of these Beats could have up 
to twenty users at any one time. Graceville, Stones Comer, Mater Hill, Beenleigh 
and Burpengary were particularly popular because as well as the toilet facility, 
there were also park surrounds with plenty o f opportunities for liaisons. 
Connoisseurs of Graceville in the 1980s knew to wait until after football training. 
When the lights were turned out, several footballers would wander around in 
the dark, to relieve their muscular tensions.
Sordid, often dangerous, still subject to police surveillance and entrapment 
techniques, in and out o f vogue, they are a way of life for many closeted 
homosexual and bisexual men. City and Shire Councils have great problems 
dealing with this illicit sexual use o f public amenities. Some toilet blocks are 
now locked every night. In 1998 one of the toilet blocks in inner-city New 
Farm Park was locked permanently and bears the sign: ‘Closed due to public 
request’. In the 1990s the Brisbane City Council demolished public toilets at 
Marchant Park, Chermside, and Hanlon Park at Stones Comer.17 Beenleigh 
Beat in neighbouring Logan City has also been demolished. But as quickly as 
one Beat is made inoperative another will appear. The creation of Boondall 
Wetlands and the upgrading o f Nudgee beach on Brisbane’s northern outskirts
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has led to concerns about increased sexual activity there. In 1999 the Northern 
News, reported that ‘Nudgee Beach was more popular for sex than the once 
notorious M archant Park in Cherm side’. A volunteer wetlands ranger 
summarised the situation:
As the community’s appreciation of the ecological value of the wetlands grew, 
the area lost its isolation.... It never occurred to me that when we opened up the 
area to the community that they would be the community we’d be housing... 
They’re not coming for the bird-watching.18
In 1997 the Pine Rivers Council Mayor Yvonne Chapman had the doors taken 
off male public toilets at Wylie Park, all to discourage their use for casual sex.19 
Chapman’s actions provoked a good deal o f correspondence in newspapers 
and a protest by delegates at the 8th National Queer Collaborations Student 
Conference held in Brisbane in 1997. One hundred and fifty conference 
delegates joined with local gays in a protest-picnic at the park. Confronted by 
Christian groups carrying placards announcing ‘Parks are for Kids not Sodomy’, 
and ‘God Says Sodomy is Sin’, the protestors surged forward to be photographed 
with the signs, much to the consternation o f the Christians. But not everyone in 
the gay community was in favour of the park protest:
Do these people understand the nature of what they are defending? Do they 
understand the identity politics involved or the mindsets of the men who use 
beats? I don’t think so. I thought it was known that a lot of men who use them 
are not gay. The glare of the moonlight on wedding rings is often blinding and, 
even if the demonstrators were told this, it did not seem to sink into their 
bandwagon-jumping addled brains. These men do not want their activities 
brought to light and do not, I imagine, want to be publically defended.
Vandalised facilities and semen streaked wall do not a good cause make. To 
these people, I say, leave alone what you do not understand or at least have the 
intellectual integrity to inform yourselves before you protest...20
Taking the doors off Beat-toilets never works. All it achieves is driving the men 
with the ‘glare of moonlight on their wedding rings’ off to other locations. But the 
Pine Rivers Mayor inadvertently made one valid point, about architectural design. 
Architects have become interested in expressions of masculinity and sexuality in 
public spaces, and their relationship to the design of public rest rooms. Lee Edelman 
has written on this seemingly very esoteric, but also very basic subject:
The law of the men’s room decrees that men’s dicks be available for public 
contemplation at the urinal precisely to allow a correlative mandate: that such 
contemplation must never take place. The performative bravado, ‘naturalized’ 
only by virtue of cultural insistence, implicit in taking one’s dick in one’s hand in
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the presence of other men similarly engaged, depends upon one of two governing 
assumptions: either that such a display can occur because the space that permits 
it is consecrated, more or less explicitly, to the purposes of gay male sex, or that 
the display itself contemptuously ... declares its refusal to allow that such a 
space could possibly be one where gay men, or gay male desire, might appear.21
The ritual of public display in mens’ public toilets has as much to do with 
architecture and plumbing as sexuality.
Gay Beats are a world wide phenomenon, the secret side of male sexuality 
which is revealed only with some embarrassment. Yet, acknowledging their 
existence takes us one step closer to understanding sexuality, the institutional 
controls upon it, and the multitude of ways humans break society’s sexual rules. 
In 1998, once again, the Queensland AIDS Council (QuAC) was attacked by a 
government Minister, this time Mike Horan, then the Minister for Health, who 
accused QuAC of encouraging heterosexual men to engage in gay sex in public 
places, by running campaigns to educate men who have sex with men about 
safe sexual practices.22 QuAC was not condoning Beats, but merely accepting 
practices that exist and trying to ensure they are safe.23
Personal Advertisements
If the public face of contemporary gay masculinity reveals itself at the Sydney 
Gay and Lesbian Mardi Gras, its recent private visage is the burgeoning classified 
columns in the gay and straight media, and now on the Internet. Campaign 
and Outrage, the two leading gay magazines carry several thousand 
advertisements each year from gay-identified men seeking other men. Major 
gay newspapers such as the Sydney and Melbourne Star Observer, and Capital 
Q, Brisbane’s Queensland Pride, and Brisbane and Melbourne’s BrotherSister 
also carry several hundred men’s and women’s personal advertisements each 
month. Even the daily papers have begun to carry gay personal advertisements, 
for those seeking partners and sexual encounters, or just wishing to have a 
phone conversation. Brisbane’s Courier Mail and the Sunday Mail, once 
prone to rabid anti-gay articles on their news pages, are now making money out 
of gay personal advertisements, as are many of the provincial papers. More 
recently 0055-telephone personal advertisements have also become a profitable 
business, advertised in the gay and mainstream press. Telephone classified 
advertisement provide quick sexual gratification as do World Wide Web sites 
such as PinkBoard and chat lines, enabling quick personal communication for 
the computer-literate. The gay advertisers in all media are extremely varied, 
an indication of the multifaceted nature of gay-identified males in the community.
Any analysis of them needs certain caveats attached. First there are more 
men’s advertisements than women’s, which presumably is some indication of 
the proportions of the sexes in the ‘gay scene’; but also that the gay media is
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very male oriented and that women still prefer other methods of finding partners. 
Second, the advertisements display a mismatch between self-perception and 
reality. They portray a world where all males are handsome and masculine, 
often younger than their biological age, seldom over weight or balding, and 
always trying to put the best, most attractive pictures of themselves forward. 
Women’s images are more varied, some stressing femininity but most indicating 
post-1960s feminist principles and interest in forming longer relationships. Third, 
there is repetition o f advertisements, month by month in the same publication, 
even occasional duplication in the same issue, sometimes easily recognisable as 
coming from the same advertiser, with perhaps minor variations in wording. 
The same advertisements often appear in both Campaign, Outrage and regional 
gay newspapers.
Campaign, first published in 1975, and Outrage, which began in 1983, have 
different sales markets. Between 1983 and 1995 Outrage published approximately 
35,000 male personal advertisements, averaging at 3,000 to 5,000 per year, varying 
from around 200 to over 500 per month in recent years. For instance, in 1995 
Outrage carried more than 5,000 male-to-male classified advertisements. More 
than 50 per cent came from Victoria, followed by 20 per cent from New South 
Wales, indicating the nature of the magazine’s readership not the dominance of 
Melbourne over Sydney, which unquestionably is Australia’s gay capital.
Queensland came third with around 16 per cent o f the advertisements. 
Residence in Sydney dominates New South Wales advertisements (80 per cent) 
as does Melbourne for Victoria (91 per cent). Queensland is different: 57 per 
cent o f the advertisers live in Brisbane and 43 per cent range through the coastal 
cities, an indication o f the wider urban spread in the State. Advertisers from 
the other States and the ACT are insignificant, which may relate to sales figures 
but also that in other capital cities, such as Canberra and Adelaide, more gay 
advertisements are carried in local papers. There are a small number of overseas 
advertisers, predominantly from Asia and the USA.
Sixty per cent o f the capital city advertisements do not specify suburbs, but 
the locations in the remainder o f the advertisements focus on gay ghettos. 
Advertisements show a surprising diversity of locations, perhaps supporting 
American research which suggests that there are increasing numbers o f non­
ghetto gays who have followed national trends and for reasons o f work or 
affordable housing live in outer suburbs and smaller towns. Inner city suburbs 
and proximity o f gay venues hold an allure only for some. The modem media 
and technology, along with efficient transport systems, have made it possible to 
maintain a gay lifestyle while living more peripherally to the core gay areas.24
The print advertisements average out at 30-35 words (the free word limit), 
but vary from brief staccato notes to occasional 100-word missives. If  we are 
to believe the advertisements, the gay male community contains an over 
abundance of well-endowed straight-acting handsome masculine men aged under
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thirty, almost all interested in casual hot raunchy sex. Overall the desires o f the 
advertisers are avowedly carnal. Requests for hot sexual encounters, often 
explicitly specifying likes and dislikes far outweigh those for romantic friendships 
maturing into deep relationships. The following is fairly typical o f a raunchy 
advertisement:
BRIS 28 YO, HANDSOME Clean to lick, tattooed, homy for it, muscle guy has 
bubble butt, in ‘good nick’ seeking top, active only, masculine ‘male’ mate in 
‘nick’, 28yrs or under with 8 hard, raging, hormones or more. Discreet str8, bum 
droolers only. Send photo, dirty letter or call. Total discretion.
Advertisers place far greater emphasis on physical descriptions, mental 
images, race, fetishes, and social interests than types o f employment. There is 
constant loose use o f the term ‘professional’ far beyond the real proportion in 
such occupations, but most advertisers do not even mention work, concentrating 
on leisure and personal attributes. There is constant repetition o f emphasis on 
fitness, ranging from body builders looking for gym partners to footballers looking 
for others with the same interests. ‘Swimmers bodies’ are a dominant type, as 
are ‘clean’ bodies, which presumably means trim, well-muscled and healthy. 
Beards are totally out o f fashion unless you are a ‘bear looking for a cub’, but 
moustaches are in with some.
The advertisers range from policemen wanting to meet disciplined forces’ 
personnel, to pure sleaze, or Asian students wanting to meet Australian men, 
and the hundreds o f ‘Mr Averages’, much like the following man, quite clearly 
wanting a relationship not just casual sex:
BRISBANE QLD Guy 35, tall, slim, fit, seeks to make new friendships, possible 
relationship. You to 37, interested in sport, theatre, gym, movies, bike riding, 
some night club scene. Genuine ad, photo appreciated.
There are quite a large number o f advertisements from gay Asians. Although 
there is a sprinkling o f Asians wanting older Caucasian sugar-daddies, most 
Asian advertisers would prefer to meet men around their own age, some wanting 
Asian partners but more often seeking Caucasians:
BRISBANE, 29YO, 174CM, 70KG ASIAN good looking, gym body, athletic build, 
versatile, busy lifestyle, seeking suitable Aussie, safe sex partner, 27-33yo, clean, 
genuine, sane, good body essential, looks unimportant, friendship also available.
No thanks for one-timers.
There are also plenty o f married men who want a gay lover on the side:
BRISBANE 26yo married, bi, professional, clean cut guy, attractive looks and 
slim body, inexperienced non smoker. Wanting to meet good looking similar guy
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to 30yo who understands or is in a similar situation.
Women’s advertisements are less plentiful and are usually more restrained than 
those of males. The following advertisements come from Outrage and 
Queensland Pride\
QUEENSLAND Tall slim outdoor type country girl wishes to meet similar type 
of girl for r/ship. Interests include swimming, music and animals. Must be 
prepared to move to W’Qld. Photo appreciated. All photos returned.
G/COAST Respectful honest warm reasonably balanced occ. bent Dark features 12- 
14 body young working artistic alt music & going out seeks similar f  ship or affair.
FREE TO GOOD HOME One 25 year old house trained dyke seeks a caring 
companion for fun and frisky time f/ship or r/ship. Age open. Come on be game.
I AM OVERBEING WANTED FOR GOOD SEX! Seeking <38yo femme, slim, not 
afraid R and L words. Lesbian 40’s, attractive, slim, femme, intelligent, into fun, 
raging, active lifestyle, lust, romance and life.
Male masseurs, escorts and prostitutes also advertise in the gay media. The 
February 1998 Outrage carried two Brisbane masseur advertisements: one 
from ‘Mai the masseur’, a ‘mature gentleman with experienced touch for mature 
& younger men’, and one from ‘Rock’ who suggests you ‘expose yourself to a 
full body massage’. The list of escorts is more extensive. Exotica is an 
exclusively gay company catering for Brisbane and the Gold Coast. Freshmans 
offer ‘fresh faces, professional staff, affectionate young masculine guys’, or 
‘Mick, blue eyed masculine muscle boy’ will provide ‘prolonged activity’. Cairns 
has Mark and Steve, Brisbane has Andy, Shane, Peter and Adam; and for that 
something different Brisbane has ‘Master Alex, mature, all role-plays, leather 
uniforms, your place, hotel, motel or my fully-equipped play room, safe discreet’.
In the context of a developing gay and lesbian subculture, when twenty or 
thirty years ago such explicit advertisements were totally impossible, ‘the love 
that dare not speak its name’ has become very up-front and available and 
commercially exploited. In the late 1990s print advertisements are lessening in 
number as more gay men and lesbians experiment with using the World Wide 
Web: contact services such as Pinkboard, which work in much the same way 
as the old print advertisements, but they are free and enable much faster contact. 
One can advertise for relationships and friendships, or just casual sex. The 
following four Brisbane Pinkboard advertisements give some idea of the variety 
of situations and desires, from fantasies kept secret from girlfriends, to men 
seeking romance:
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1. Construction workers, labourers, blue collared men
Any man that works hard for a living. Often fantasise over other guys that I 
work with, their shiny nylon shorts, boots, strong hard hands, sweaty jocks! 
Come over to my place for lunch, a wank and a shower, all in air-conditioning. I 
live inner South side, so if you like the idea of a no-strings j/o, blow job or mutual 
j/o, just us or with a few friends, then let me know and we can make work a lot 
more interesting. Lunch times only since my girlfriend lives with me, unless you 
have your own place for after work. Reply asap, with photo.
2. New kid in town.
Hi there. I will soon be moving to Brisbane and will be in need of some action. I 
am 23, bi, str8 acting/looking. I am looking for guys my age or younger for 
casual no strings fun. Prefer guys with a picture and their own place. Look 
forward to hearing from you. Cheers Newkid.
3. GWM [Gay White Male] looking for GAM [Gay Asian Male]
Hi, I live in Springwood and I’m looking for an Asian guy of any age. I like going 
to movies, out to dinner and all those things. I’d like to maybe meet for coffee 
and see how we go from there. I have a good sense of humour and I work as a 
radio DJ. I’m 44 years of age and if my advertisement interests you please send 
me an e-mail. Looking forward to hearing from you soon. J.
4. All the man that I need
Early 20s, cute GAM in search of love & romance with a special man who can 
make my heartbeat because.....
He takes me down and rocks me slow 
He fills me up and hold me close 
He gives me love, more love than I’ve seen 
He’s all I’ve got in this world
And He will be all the man that I need in my life.
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Chapter Ten
Gay Liberation, Law Reform 
and HIV/AIDS, 1970s-1980s
A social revolution in the gay and lesbian subculture is obvious onwards from 
the 1940s. After the 1940s there was no way back into the closet for the gay 
social scene. The height of the ‘Cold War’ in the 1950s and 1960s was in some 
ways a grim period, but despite repression of communism and McCarthyite 
witch-hunts in America and Australia — often linking homosexuality to 
communism, both depicted as obnoxious deviant activities which would 
undermine the social fabric of any nation — the gay subculture continued to 
strengthen. Even with medical repression and continued police persecution of 
homosexuals, there were changes taking place in both medical and legal thinking, 
which eventually led to homosexuality being declassified as a disease, and 
decriminalised. The big change was that the gay scene became politicised. 
During the 1960s and 1970s gay liberation and women’s liberation took a hold 
on many gay men and lesbians. What previously had been a personal knowledge 
that there was nothing wrong or illegal about the feelings they had for others of 
the same sex, became a directed political movement.
Overseas and southern Australian movements relating to gay and lesbian 
welfare and politics also flowed on into Queensland. New York’s 1969 Stonewall 
Riot holds pride of place in gay and lesbian folklore as the beginning of gay 
liberation. This was followed by the development of Australian organisations 
such as CAMP Inc which was soon established in Queensland, the advent of 
gay activists like Greg Weir, the arrival of HIV/AIDS which necessitated the 
formation of the Queensland AIDS Council, and the political movement which 
achieved gay law reform in 1990.
The Stonewall Riot and Gay Liberation
28th June is the anniversary of the 1969 Stonewall Riot in New York, often said 
to have launched the modem gay movement. The Stonewall Inn was a small 
unlicensed gay bar in Christopher Street, Greenwich Village in New York’s 
Lower Manhattan district. At 1.00 am Saturday 28th June 1969 (symbolically, 
the day gay icon Judy Garland was buried), a police squad made what to them 
was a routine raid, their fifth on a gay bar in the last three weeks. They could 
not have anticipated that New York’s gays, lesbians and drag queens had had 
enough of the repression which marked their lives.
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The police bottled up the patrons inside the bar and were loading up their 
paddy wagon, first with three drag queens. Then out came a lesbian, credited 
with throwing the first punch at the police and beginning the actual riot. Her 
struggle with the police was supported by onlookers. The street scene became 
explosive as coins, bottles and abuse were hurled at the police, who retreated 
into the bar and sent for reinforcements, the Tactical Patrol Force, to rescue 
them. The ensuing fracas lasted for two hours, and although there were no 
serious injuries, the bar was trashed and sixteen arrests were made. The next 
day the newspapers carried tales of the amazing riot by the previously intimidated 
gay and lesbian community. The New York Times reported:
Hundreds of young men went on a rampage in Greenwich Village shortly after 3 
A.M., yesterday after a force of plainclothes men raided a bar that was well- 
known for its homosexual clientele... The young men threw bricks, bottles, 
garbage, pennies and a parking meter at the policemen, who had a search warrant 
authorizing them to investigate reports that liquor was sold illegally at the bar...
New Yorkers, accustomed to the liberation politics of the 1960s, were still titillated 
by this assertion o f gay power. The wider gay community, particularly political 
activists, was also alerted and that night an even larger crowd assembled in 
Christopher Street to face the well-equipped police riot squad. The riot continued 
over the next two days. They chanted a variety o f slogans:
I’m a faggot, and I’m proud of it!
Gay Power!
I like boys!
We are the Stonewall girls 
We wear our hair in curls 
We have no underwear 
We show our pubic hair!
The crowd, gays and lesbians, plus onlookers, were in no mood to obey the embattled 
police, and behaved in high camp but determined fashion. At one stage they even 
formed a chorus line facing the riot police with a full high-kick routine. Gay 
liberation politics had begun, leading to the formation on 31 st July o f the Gay 
Liberation Front, the forerunner of all modem gay and lesbian political movements.
The Gay Liberation Front was not the first gay and lesbian political grouping, 
but it was the first to take a revolutionary rather than a gradualist approach to 
liberating sexuality. The first American gay rights movement was the Mattachine 
Society, founded in 1948; its sister organisation, the Daughters of Bilitis begun in 
1955. Gay and lesbian activism continued throughout the 1950s and 1960s, 
surviving the fierce conservatism of the McCarthyite period when political witch­
hunts were conducted against communists and homosexuals, and into the more
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liberal 1960s. In 1966 the North American Conference of Homophile Organisations 
was founded, providing a national leadership for the early movement.
The difference between these earlier movements and the Gay Liberation 
Front was in the age and orientation of its leaders. The older political movements 
were led by activists who had been involved in left politics over previous decades 
and largely espoused liberal not revolutionary ideals. They were not in tune 
with the 1960s generation.
Just as in Australia, the 1960s in America and Europe was a period when 
educated young people were rebelling against the conservative attitudes of their 
parents towards politics, and personal and sexual freedoms. This 1960s 
generation opposed racism, sexism and war. In America, citizens of African 
descent stood up for their rights. In Australia during the mid-1960s, we saw the 
final erosion of the White Australia Policy, and the 1967 Referendum which 
gave the Commonwealth power to legislate on the behalf o f indigenous 
Australians. The Vietnam War divided America and Australia, and along with 
the women’s and students’ movements provided a political grounding for many 
1970s and 1980s gay and lesbian activists.
The Stonewall Riot seems not to have rated a mention in the Australian 
press at the time, but the eventual flow-on of wider liberation politics certainly 
did. Lesbians, although doubly discriminated against as women and lesbians 
in mainstream society, never faced legal restrictions on their sexual activity. 
The first law reforms to male homosexual activity came in South Australia 
( 1972 and 1975), followed by the Australian Capital Territory ( 1976), Victoria 
(1980), Northern Territory (1983), New South Wales (1984), Western 
Australia (1989) and Queensland (1990). The Tasmanian government 
steadfastly clung to its 1924 criminal code until 1997, despite concerted 
national and international opposition.
The Stonewall Riot is famous, but it was not the start of homosexual liberation, 
merely an eruption by a repressed group whom one hot June night could just not 
take it anymore. We celebrate Stonewall, but equally we should remember the 
activists who worked slowly for decades to achieve freedoms which today are 
taken for granted.1
Campaign Against Moral Persecution Incorporated:
CAMP Inc, 1970-85
In Queensland the first moves for homosexual law reform came from the 
Humanist Society. A Rationalist Society had existed in Queensland since early 
in the twentieth century, its activities restricted mainly to disputing religion. In 
1967 it changed its name to the Humanist Society of Queensland, incorporating 
the wider interests of both rationalists and humanists. Three issues of interest 
to the Humanist Society were advocating civil marriages, abortion law reform
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and homosexual law reform. At the Easter 1970 meeting of the National Council 
o f Humanist Societies one item on the agenda was homosexual law reform.2 The 
Queensland branch formed a subcommittee in August to campaign for homosexual 
law reform, beginning their activities in October with a paper by Tony Lee, a 
lecturer from the Law Faculty of the University of Queensland, delivered to a 
large audience at the Brisbane Women’s Club. Paul Lucas and Cora Zyp, with 
Vic Lloyd from the Humanist Society, were prominent members of this group.
Tony Lee outlined the current legislation on homosexuality in the Criminal 
Code, virtually unaltered since it was drafted by Chief-Justice Sir Samuel Griffith 
in the 1890s, becoming the law in 1899. After discussing proof of homosexual 
offences, blackmail and police attitudes, he ended with a question about the 
need for and legality of a club for homosexuals:
There would not appear to be any law preventing homosexuals from mixing 
socially. If one accepts the proposition that the homosexual condition is an 
emotional condition, and that sexual attraction is by no means always the 
dominant consideration, an association for homosexuals could hardly be 
characterised as a criminal conspiracy.
Nevertheless the present state of police and public prejudice to homosexuals at 
large would seem to indicate that any organised attempt to provide homosexuals 
in Queensland with opportunities to meet off the streets would be met with 
difficulties and resistance.3
That meeting place became 379 George Street, the headquarters o f CAMP 
Inc., the Campaign Against Moral Persecution Incorporated.
The Humanists were not alone in their campaign. Christian sects, particularly 
the Methodists, Presbyterians and Quakers (the Religious Society o f Friends), 
were always supportive; and there was a growing demand for gay law reform 
Australia wide. The 1960s saw quite radical social movements: the women’s 
liberation movement; the black civil rights movement in America which by the 
mid-1960s had spilled over into Australia, focussing on gaining equality for 
Aborigines and Torres Strait Islanders; the anti-Vietnam war movement and 
the peace movement. Gay liberation was a natural part of these social 
movements. Australia had no 1950s gay political movements the equivalent of 
Britain’s Homosexual Law Reform Society, or America’s Mattachine Society 
and the Daughters o f Bilitis.4 Although most sources suggest that the earliest 
gay groups were formed in Sydney in the 1960s —  the Knights o f the 
Chameleons, the Pollynesians and the Boomerangs —  in fact an ex-Brisbane 
man, Laurie Collinson had tried to establish a similar group in Melbourne in the 
late 1950s, with connections to a recently formed British homosexual association.
These early gay groups were social rather than political. Australian gay and 
lesbian liberation movements did not begin until 1970. An Australian Capital
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Territory Homosexual Law Reform Society was formed in Canberra on 27 July 
1969 at a meeting of thirty concerned people, although all of its spokespersons 
identified as heterosexual. They published a ten-page newsletter one month later.5 
The Canberra Society was formed at the instigation of Australian National 
University (ANU) Philosophy lecturer Dr Thomas Mautner, who was disturbed 
by reports that a Canberra gay man had been jailed for six months on an indecent 
assault charge. The convicted man’s solicitor Mr M A S Landale teamed up with 
Mautner and Dr Des O’Connor, ANU lecturer in criminal law, to form the Society. 
An Australian chapter of Daughters o f Bilitis was formed in Melbourne on 28 
January 1970, which became the Australasian Lesbian Movement in July 1970. 
Its first spokeswoman was heterosexual Beatrice Faust.6
CAMP Inc was formed in Sydney in mid-1970, holding its first public meeting 
in Balmain in February 1971, with John Ware and Christobel Poll as its co­
founders. By the end o f February new branches were established in Brisbane 
and Melbourne. The organisation’s journal was known as Camp Ink, but CAMP 
Inc itself soon became known just as CAMP, except in Melbourne where it 
was called Society Five. Despite fire and brimstone warnings from critics that 
homosexuals were breaking biblical injunctions, were perverted and were 
destroying the family unit, the sky did not fall in and the scene was set for 
rational discussion.
Toye De Wilde was one of those involved in setting up CAMP in Brisbane. 
She remembers it this way:
CAMP provided a central motivation for the community and when it petered out 
it was followed by many other groups. CAMP got rooms upstairs in George 
Street on the first and second floors: it was a series of rooms. There was a social 
side and a counselling service. Friday and Saturday nights you paid to get in, 
and on Saturday nights after the bars closed you went to dances there. The 
Humanist Society were very supportive and so were the Quakers. There were a 
few gays involved in these organisations.7
CAMP very carefully went about establishing itself in Queensland’s homophobic 
environment. The first formal meeting was held in March 1971 in the Brisbane 
Women’s Club in Albert Street. Some of the women who attended the meeting 
were also members o f Lynx, a M elbourne-based non-political lesbian 
organisation.8 The leaders of CAMP wrote to the Justice Minister Dr Delemothe 
and Police Commissioner Ray Whitrod to see if there were any objections to 
the organisation forming.9 Not long before, Dr Delamothe had made his views 
on homosexuality quite clear:
Dr. Delamothe said he was not convinced that legalising homosexual acts would 
not increase the number of homosexuals in the community. ‘I believe that the 
greater the number of homosexuals, the greater the threat to innocent boys’, he
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said. Dr. Delamothe said it was necessary to rebuild the family as a vital unit of 
society. ‘What we need today is greater emphasis on morality, integrity and 
strength of character’, he said.10
However, both Delamothe and Whitrod had no objection to CAMP as long as 
its members did nothing illegal (leaving what they might do that was illegal to 
their imaginations).
The CAMP rooms upstairs at 379 George Street became a haven for gay 
men and lesbians. Cora Zyp and Paul Lucas were the first Directors. Visitors 
went up the carpeted stairs to the first floor, which included a large central 
room, and what the Sunday Mail described as a ‘polished dance floor, and 
cabaret style furniture’. There was also a reading room, billiard room, kitchen 
and offices.11 In August 1971 Paul Lucas told the Sunday Mail that 600 
people had used the centre since it opened: it provided counselling, social 
activities like cabaret dances and barbecues, and what would today be called 
‘gay/lesbian friendly space’. The need for a gay space was absolute and is 
summed up in the words of one member of CAMP:
There is a desperate sense of isolation among members. Society looks on 
homosexuals, male and female, as outcasts. We aim to have a place where 
homosexuals can come and discuss their problems... problems of just living and 
knowing, and believing in yourself that you are a homosexual.12
Right from its beginning there were ideological splits visible in CAMP. Gay 
Liberation Movements with radical agendas had formed in America, then spread 
to Australia, gay activist alliances forming in Sydney and Melbourne in 1971, 
and two years later in Perth and Adelaide. As well, a Women’s Group was 
formed within CAMP in Sydney in 1971, which in July 1972 became the Camp 
Women’s Association (CWA). This continued for a year, beset by political 
struggles, and eventually became Sydney’s Camp Women’s Shelter. By the 
end of 1973 there was no longer any active separation of women’s groups 
within Sydney’s CAMP branch,13 and in Brisbane, with the much smaller 
numbers involved, women stayed within CAMP.
The first homosexual political demonstration in Australia was held outside 
the Liberal Party’s headquarters in Sydney on 8 October 1971, in support of 
preselection for Tom Hughes, then the Federal Attorney General, who was 
being challenged by Jim Cameron, a right-wing homophobe. Brisbane’s first 
gay rights demonstration seems to have occurred in September 1972, but no 
further details are known. Another occurred in mid 1973 when Campus Camp 
organised a gay pride demonstration in King George Square in the centre of 
Brisbane to commemorate the Stonewall riot.14 Campus Camp at Queensland 
University was the first politically-oriented gay organisation in Queensland. 
Formed early in 1973 it was an affiliated society of the Students Union but was
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also connected to CAMP in George Street. It is the direct ancestor o f Queer 
Tribes and the Queer Sexuality Collective, the present Students Union groups 
representing gay, lesbian, transsexual, and transgender students. Today Queer 
Tribes has its own queer-friendly space, the Rona Room, and a part-time organiser 
—  which are a long way from the first tentative steps in 1973.
By about 1975-76 CAMP’s energy was dissipating. Many women thought 
men were too sexist to join with in any organisation; many lesbians wanted complete 
separation from the often quite misogynist gay men. Whitlam’s Labor government 
had been in power since 1972, which made Australia a place o f fast social and 
political change for a few years. Membership of CAMP declined as the more 
radical elements were drawn off into trade unions, the Australian Union of Students 
(AUS) and into journalism and publishing.15 As well, when commercial venues 
began, CAMP lost part of its function as a social centre for'gays and lesbians. 
The only real political success during the early years of CAMP was the achievement 
of law reform in South Australia in 1972-75, which followed from the murder of 
Dr George Duncan on a Beat on the banks of the Torrens River in Adelaide in 
1972. However, this was enabled by progressive politicians such as Murray Hill, 
Peter Duncan and Premier Don Dunstan, as much as by CAMP.16
CAMP continued to operate a telephone counselling service but became 
increasingly moribund, as from 1984 the Homosexual Community Welfare 
Service, aiming to reduce the isolation of gay and lesbian people, took on some 
of its functions. This became the Gay and Lesbian Welfare Association Inc 
(GLWA) which has now helped more than 30,000 people with information, 
counselling and referrals. GLWA is a nonprofit organisation o f volunteers from 
the gay, lesbian and bisexual communities of Queensland and northern New 
South Wales. Its 1997 statistics show that during the year GLWA helped around 
2,500 people, providing telephone counselling seven nights a week, information 
about venues, groups and events, referrals to doctors, lawyers, trades people 
and other professionals, and visitors for prisoners and others in institutions.
Recognition in Townsville, 1976-90
As described in Chapter Nine, Townsville’s picturesque beach-side Beat 
achieved a degree o f notoriety in 1980 when a local paper did an exposé on its 
nocturnal users. Townsville, the major city in north Queensland, is a regional 
administrative centre, the port for a railway system reaching west into cattle 
country, to Mt Isa, and to a nearby nickel plant. During the Vietnam War 
Townsville’s Lavarack Barracks were a major army base. The city also 
houses James Cook University, which came into existence as a college o f the 
University o f Queensland in 1961. In the 1960s and 1970s it was not a gay- 
friendly city. The Townsville Daily Bulletin and other smaller local papers 
often carried vehemently anti-homosexual articles and editorials.
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Gays and lesbians living in Townsville in the 1970s and 1980s were constantly 
aware o f  animosity and homophobia in the wider community. The Townsville 
Daily Bulletin had a reputation as a gay-baiting puritanical bastion o f  the 
Christian right, and local parliamentarian Tom Aikins, independent Member for 
Townsville South and the longest serving member o f  Queensland Parliament, 
had run election campaigns around his hatred for homosexuals and other sexual 
nonconformists.17 In 1971 a local newspaper editorial lambasted the Anglican 
Synod held in Melbourne, which had passed a motion favouring liberalisation o f  
laws pertaining to homosexuality:
It would be both morally and socially retrogressive to legalise any aspect of 
such a reprehensible activity. Regrettably, this is the trend. In some parts of the 
world there are even self-acknowledged ‘gay’ clergymen. It is not a question of 
one section of society condemning another, for, indeed, who is in a position to 
cast a stone. But it is a question of deciding what the standards of the law in 
contemporary society should be. The law for example, prohibits murder, and 
rightly so. But in considering the welfare of society, is homosexual practice, or 
any aspect of that practice, less harmful than murder?18
Townsville Daily Bulletin editorials about homosexuality in the 1980s were 
fairly obviously written by two different editors, one far more liberal than the 
other. In 1983 when Queensland’s Minister for Education Lin Powell threatened 
to sack any teachers who attended a homosexual conference in Melbourne, the 
editor said Mr Powell was wrong:
This is a silly, short-sighted attitude which should have been left back in the 
Victorian era, when homosexuality was equated with evil, when homosexuals 
were regarded as sick, perverse people liable to contaminate everyone they 
came in contact with.
... It could be claimed that the danger to children from a homosexual teacher is not 
greater than the danger from a heterosexual. An overactive heterosexual could be 
even more threatening, more liable to seduce people of the opposite sex.19
But in 1984, when a workshop on paedophilia was on the agenda o f a homosexual 
conference at the University o f Queensland, the editorial was headed ‘Gay 
Discussion Revolting’:
Merely by holding their conference in Queensland, the homosexuals are being 
provocative. Queensland has never given much encouragement to the gay 
rights movement, much less other forms of sexual deviation.20
Later the same year flamboyant Townsvillian Olive Scott-Young mounted an 
attack on homosexuality as an unnatural act indulged in by dogs and chooks,
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likely to spread syphilis, gonorrhoea and AIDS, and pollute the young. Steve 
Kelly, the gay rights officer at the James Cook University Student Union Council 
was able to answer Mrs Scott-Young’s rantings in an article in the paper, and in 
November the Bulletin carried a long article placing AIDS hysteria into context.21
However, the arrival o f HTV/AIDS in Queensland brought back the old 
style o f editorial:
People have to stop turning a blind eye to the moral corruption that is rife, 
particularly among our younger people. We should perhaps think twice about 
using the in-word ‘gay’ to describe the homosexual sub-culture. This word 
used to mean lighthearted — happy — carefree. Why has it been degraded to 
mean perverted and deviant? If a person is a homosexual why not call him or her 
that? Why use a slick euphemism such as ‘gay’? This does not mean going full 
circle, however, and returning to the offensive appellations of the past, such as 
queer, pansy, fairy etc.
Along with a more realistic community attitude to homosexuality overall, there 
must also be a more open and sympathetic approach to those who are genuinely 
homosexual. Not the depraved, mincing and simpering types who are looking 
for novelty and cheap thrills, but the unfortunate minority who are congenitally 
sexually deviant. They should feel free to openly register as homosexuals...22
Into this atmosphere came Recognition: a Christian Group for Homosexual 
People, which began in 1975. Kenneth Orr, a lecturer at the university, stimulated 
by the success o f the Metropolitan Community Church, was instrumental in 
beginning Recognition in April 1975, in collaboration with Tony Whelan, and 
another mature age student on the campus. In 1976 Whelan made contact with 
Acceptance, the Catholic Homosexual Movement, which with the Metropolitan 
Community Church provided early support and advice.23 Meetings were held 
at Orr’s home, initially attracting twenty gay men and lesbians, then subsequently 
averaging ten to twelve. The format was a broad Christian devotion, aided by 
singing and an open-ended discussion on issues facing homosexuals. The 
Townsville Daily Bulletin initially was wiling to carry discrete advertisements 
for the group, and notices about Recognition were published in the local university 
students’ union newsletter and in Forum magazine. In 1977 Recognition also 
provided a long report o f its activities in Campaign, under the banner: 
‘Townsville: a Gay Group “Comes Out’” .24
Later in 1977 when Kenneth Orr left for a year’s sabbatical, the next convenor 
was less comfortable with the Christian rationale, which led to ‘Christian’ being 
dropped from the title. Recognition campaigned for gay law reform, supported 
the cause o f a gay teacher Greg Weir (whose story is outlined below), held 
seminars on human sexuality, and did battle with the Townsville Daily Bulletin 
when it refused to continue carrying their advertisements and followed up with
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a self-righteous editorial. On the advice of a young law graduate the matter 
was taken to the Australian Press Council, which censured the newspaper. By 
1979 the Bulletin was again accepting advertisements from Recognition in its 
personal columns. Orr remembers this as ‘a notable minor victory considering 
what a red-neck city Townsville was’. There were also problems when an 
advertisement for Recognition was placed in the Advertiser, a local free paper. 
Miss P Verhoeven, the Townsville founder of the Christian Widows Without 
Partners Association, objected to the word ‘Christian’ being used by Recognition:
‘We are not in any way connected with THAT group,’ she said. ‘The Christian 
Widows Without Partners Association tries to keep its morals up... At our 
monthly meetings we hold prayer and Bible readings,’ she said. ‘It’s a lovely 
meeting because people are lonely and do have problems.’ Mrs Verhoeven said 
that she was very sorry to see the word ‘Christian’ used in the advertisement.
‘We must maintain moral standards,’ she added.25
Recognition staggered on until 1982, as Orr remembers:
The group continued for seven more years, changing frequency and venue as 
circumstances prompted, but retaining its essential character as a gathering of 
serious-minded gay men and women to discuss issues of importance (e.g. 
depression, trans-sexuality, grief, dealing with police harassment).
More successful were Gayline, a telephone counselling service involving the 
same core people, and Townsville Gay Liners (TGL, later Townsville Good 
Livers), a social club. Both begun in 1982, diverting energies away from 
Recognition which closed in the same year.26 Establishing a Gayline had been 
mooted since 1979. Lifeline in Townsville agreed to train Gayline’s telephone 
counsellors, and supplementary specific gay and lesbian training was also 
provided. Two provisions were made: that all calls be strictly confidential; and 
that the identity of the counsellors not be revealed. In April 1984 Gayline began 
operating for a three-hour period on Saturday afternoons, but night sessions 
were out of the question because of ‘the serious risk of ill-usage at the hands of 
local poofter-bashers when locking up and leaving’.
Gayline became a fixture on the Townsville scene until 1990, despite logistic 
problems and declining numbers of counsellors. The social group had a more 
tempestuous decline, ending in 1987, its committee often completely turning 
over each year, with little track kept of finances.27
Whilst we can look back on the 1970s and 1980s as a time when radical 
consciousness was formed, when civil liberties and liberation movements were 
helping to reshape modem Australia, it would be wrong to read too much 
radicalism into early gay movements in Queensland. As Graham Willettt and 
others has pointed out, homosexuality was not even on the Australian political
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agenda in the 1950s and early 1960s. However, onwards from the mid-1960s 
liberal thinkers, some Christian groups, humanists, trade unions and political 
parties were beginning to raise the issue, based around the issue o f personal 
freedom. Homosexuals were beginning to be treated with sympathy, although 
still rather like people with a serious disease not fit to discuss in public.
The motivation behind beginning CAMP had nothing to do with the 1969 
Stonewall Riot, which went largely unmarked in the Australian press and has 
only more recently been given iconic status. The gay men and lesbians involved 
in CAMP were fairly apolitical, even conservative. They were seldom involved 
in wider civil liberties movements relating to race, indigenous land rights, 
Vietnam moratoria, or the Women’s Electoral Lobby and other consciousness- 
raising associations. Theirs was a quieter, often secretive single-focus interest 
which related to their sexuality and was not expressed publicly. The social 
gay scene that had developed over the previous several decades was private, 
not publicly confrontive. CAMP began in this tradition, which was its initial 
strength but ultimately its weakness. Radical gay liberation politics flowed 
through into Australia from overseas during the 1970s, aided by a responsive 
media, the national student movement, and the supporting influence o f the 
1972-75 Whitlam government. It was this change which enabled the Greg 
Weir Campaign, agitation for decrimilisation, wider law reforms and dealing 
effectively with HIV/AIDS.
The Greg Weir Campaign, 1977-1983
With CAMP’s Queensland branch formed in 1971 and Campus Camp underway 
in 1973, the beginnings of a gay and lesbian network were operating and gradually 
becoming political. They were assisted by the growth of the civil liberties movement, 
and some trade unions which were becoming conscious of gay issues. The student 
movement, on Queensland campuses and through the Australian Union o f Students 
(AUS), had been able to extend the gay liberation movement through providing 
an administrative base and organising national conferences on homosexuality. 
AUS, notably through Peter O’Connor, Gay Walsh, Laurie Bebbington, Gabby 
Antolovich and Craig Johnston in 1975-78, became a catalyst in developing an 
awareness of gay and lesbian issues. The effect o f such activities was to alter 
the mind-sets of the more progressive elements of Queensland society, and gradually 
leaders in the Australian Labor Party and many in the trade union movement.
This growing political movement was inadvertently bolstered by the 
Queensland government in 1977 when they refused to employ a gay trainee 
teacher. Greg Weir, a quiet gentle man, completed his Diploma of Teaching to 
become a primary school teacher at Kelvin Grove College o f Advanced 
Education, 1973-76. Instead o f becoming a teacher, he became one o f 
Queensland’s best known political activists. Weir became involved in AUS and
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the Labor Party, the peace and anti-nuclear movement, education and civil 
liberties movements in the 1970s and 1980s, and in setting up HTV/AIDS groups 
in the 1980s. He then became one of the central organisers of the campaign 
for gay law reform in 1989-90 which culminated in the decrimalisation o f adult 
male homosexuality in 1990, and in 1991 was involved in campaigns to include 
homosexuality as a category in new anti-discrimination legislation.
Greg Weir was looking forward to becoming a teacher. In the early 1970s 
teacher training usually involved one year of university study and one year at 
Teachers’ College, or a three-year diploma. When these students became 
teachers, they were bonded to the Department of Education for the same number 
of years for which they had received training, or they had to pay back the 
monies the government had spent on them. Thus, Weir was surprised to receive 
a letter from the Director General of Education early in January 1977:
With reference to your letter of 14 January 1977,1 wish to inform you that there 
is no position available to you in this Department at present. You are absolved 
from any commitment to this Department as a result of monies paid to you 
during the tenure of your scholarship allowance.
Greg Weir’s ‘crime’ was that he was spokesman for Kelvin Grove’s Homosexual 
and Lesbian Group, formed in March 1976. In September, after the group 
received publicity, Minister for Education Val Bird said in the Parliament that:
Student teachers who participated in homosexual or lesbian groups should not 
assume they would be employed by the Education Department on graduation.28
The Kelvin Grove Group had social, educational and political aims: they held 
social functions, tried to overcome prejudices and to lobby certain lecturers in 
particular departments such as psychology, who continued to teach dated 
concepts about homosexuality. The student Group faced opposition from two 
right-wing organisations, the Parents of Tertiary Students Association and the 
Committee Against Regressive Education, which sought to have the Gay and 
Lesbian Group banned, although the College refused. After the Minister’s 
statement, Greg Weir appeared on ABC TV’s ‘To-day Tonight’ program, the 
forerunner of today’s ‘7.30 Report’, and the media gave coverage to a small 
demonstration in King George Square.
The dispute spread to include Queensland University when in September 
1976 its Senate considered complaints from a ‘Community Standards 
Organisation’ about homosexual information in the Expo Uni booklet. About 
the same time, the Parents of Tertiary Students Association launched another 
attack, its spokeswomen, Mrs R Greathead saying, ‘It’s disgusting that these 
sort of people should be allowed to teach our children’.
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Weir commenced a legal action against the Queensland government in May 
1977, claiming that it was his right to be employed as a teacher, and asking for an 
award o f damages for loss of employment. Because Weir was not a member, 
the Queensland Teachers Union decided not to support the case, probably quite 
glad to have escaped involvement in such a hot issue.29 AUS and various university 
student unions sponsored some of Weir’s travel expenses, but he was left to exist 
‘hand-to-mouth’ for much of the campaign. Greg Weir Defence Committees 
were set up in all States and Greg travelled widely around the Australian university 
campuses, campaigning. In places such as Townsville, Weir’s visits were the 
first time there had been a real focus for gay liberation. His first trip to James 
Cook University led to forty demonstrators descending on the regional office of 
the Department o f Education with placards, discussion on a commercial talk- 
back radio program and television coverage. The same type of scene was repeated 
on many campuses and in city centres around Australia, joining civil libertarians, 
trade unionists and student activists in support of gay liberation and the right to 
work without discrimination on the grounds o f sexuality.
The Greg Weir case also provides us with a view o f medical thinking at the 
time. The following medical briefing paper prepared at the time for the 
Queensland Teachers Union seems quaint today, but at the time it expressed a 
liberated attitude towards homosexuality:
Some Background Information on Homosexuality
1. Types of Homosexual
(a) Straight;
(b) Latent (includes those with homosexual anxiety syndrome);
(c) Homosexual who engages in some heterosexual activity;
(d) Bisexual
2. Causes — are complex and interesting, but two major theories exist.
(a) Dominant Female— Subservient Male in Parental relationship— boy identifies 
with subservient male and develops effeminate tendencies.
(b) Dominant brutal male (who may desert subservient female) in parent 
relationship — boy identifies with subservient female.
This ‘type’ is usually incapable of establishing a satisfactory relationship with 
a female.
3. Frequency
Masters and Johnson’s study, whose findings have been questioned suggest 
10% of the population.
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4. Some General Characteristics
(a) Appearance is not necessarily an indicator of homosexuality in either male or 
female.
(b) There are marked differences between the nature of male and female 
homosexuality.
MALE
Greater personality instability (despite the appearance of stability); under greater 
social pressure; break up of a relationship is more likely and more traumatic 
(because of the value of the relationship); period of instability, depression; 
possible overdoses and suicide may follow break up of a relationship.
FEMALE
Fewer of them than males; generally older, longer lasting, more stable relationships 
with other females; break ups not as traumatic since they can be sexually quiescent 
for longer period than males.
5. Treatment
(a) The percentage of homosexuals who present themselves for treatment is 
unknown. The causes for such presentation may be outside pressure, increasing 
maturity or some inner motive.
(b) The treatment which included various types of behaviour modification therapy 
is lengthy and uncomfortable and is successful only in about 20% of cases. One 
of the reasons for this low rate is the difficulty the straight male homosexual has 
in subsequently establishing any sort of a heterosexual relationship.
6. Implications
The advice I received stressed several points about the male homosexual in 
contact with children.
(a) He could be employed satisfactorily provided certain safeguards are taken to 
protect both himself and the children.
(b) The safeguards involve not involving him in temptation situations, e.g. — 
after school activities of swimming classes.
Satisfactory association with other staff members doesn’t guarantee the same 
sort of association with boys since the male homosexual is generally the aggressor 
in potentially dangerous situations.
With friends like these, you can imagine the fervour o f some of Greg Weir’s enemies!
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The case was very important as what the Bjelke-Petersen government was 
attempting was to eliminate homosexual teachers from the education system and 
to intimidate Queensland’s tertiary students from forming homosexual support 
groups. In 1979 the Queensland government moved to introduce Selection Panels 
for Teacher Employment, only to be opposed by the Trades and Labour Council, 
the Queensland Teachers Union, and the various university students’ unions.
Greg Weir’s Court case dragged on until November 1983, with AUS meeting 
all of his legal costs until 1982, by which time the organisation was in decline, 
with several campuses succeeding. AUS no longer had the money to continue 
the case, and Greg Weir was in poor health for almost a year, which meant he 
was unable to continue travelling. The case was not lost, but both sides settled 
out of Court. However, nothing had changed down at the Department of 
Education. In September 1984 Education Minister Lin Powell declared that 
teachers in State schools who publically declared they were homosexual would 
be sacked immediately.30
The Greg Weir case was the first round in a legal battle which surfaced 
again at the end of the decade with the establishment of the Queensland 
Association for Gay Law Reform, of which Greg Weir was a crucial member.31 
But before law reform came HTV/AIDS.32
Queensland AIDS Council (QuAC): Beginnings, 1985-87
The term Acquired Immune Deficiency Syndrome (AIDS) was not coined 
until 1982, when it was an attempt to describe (rather than define) a syndrome 
of unknown etiology. The virus, initially called LAV or HTLV-III (which itself 
underwent a change of name at the end of 1984) or some combination of the 
two, was not renamed HIV (Human Immuno-deficiency Syndrome) until 1986, 
the name not universally adopted until 1987. The disease was also known as 
Gay Related Immune Deficiency (GRID) which inflamed anti-gay sections of 
the community who were looking for culprits to blame. HTV/AIDS arrived on 
the scene just as gay liberation was making considerable progress and a vibrant 
gay culture was emerging in Australia. HTV/AIDS is not just a gay disease — 
there is a wide high-risk group which includes those with disadvantaged life­
styles and individuals who have accessed contaminated blood. The disease 
has had catastrophic effects in Africa and more recently in Asia. In America 
in the early 1980s Haitians were a high-risk group, and worldwide it has affected 
haemophiliacs and intravenous drug users.33 In Australia HIV/AIDS has mainly 
affected gay men, and initial community and government reaction was often 
very anti-gay. Contrary to public interpretation, HIV/AIDS is not selective — 
it does not recognise class or race, nor distinguish between ‘moral’ and ‘immoral’ 
sexual behaviour. Yet, treatment of HTV/AIDS has often related more to the 
social perception of the epidemic than to neutral medical reasoning, and
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preventative measures were not instigated until the infection was seen as 
threatening the wider heterosexual community.
Pneumocystis carinii pneumonia, associated with HTV/AIDS, was first 
reported in Los Angeles in June 1981 and in Australia in late 1982. On 2 July 
1983 when HTV/AIDS was declared a notifiable disease in Queensland, there 
were only six known cases in Australia, all in Sydney and Melbourne. By 
October 1984 this number had increased to 22 with a 32 per cent fatality 
rate.34 The safety of the Australian blood transfusion service was questioned, 
but it was generally believed that there was little chance of the disease spreading 
via transfusions. Despite reassuring claims as early as June 1983 that they 
already were taking testing precautions, by mid-1984 questions were being 
asked about when the Queensland Red Cross Transfusion Service was going 
to introduce screening to detect HIV-infected blood. No definite decisions 
were made, as it was then impossible to screen blood on any large-scale. By 
July the Queensland government was considering passing legislation to prevent 
homosexuals donating blood, although how one identified potential homosexual 
donors was not made clear.35
Authorities and the gay community knew that trouble was coming. In July 
1983 a gay journalist in Brisbane held meetings with members of the gay 
community on how to handle the approaching catastrophe. This led to the 
establishment of a group named the AIDS Association of Queensland, which 
began lobbing for an AIDS information telephone service.36 Then in July 1984 
Queensland newspapers carried a story that contaminated blood unwittingly 
had been distributed and transfused into thirty known recipients. The next day 
this number was modified to twenty-six, by Mike Ahem, the acting Health 
Minister.37 Then in November HTV/AIDS was reported in Queensland and all 
hell broke loose. The Queensland government had a history of using issues, 
such as civil liberties and the SEQEB electricity workers’dispute, to polarise 
community feelings. They did this again with AIDS, using scare tactics to 
attack homosexuals and the Labor Government in Canberra. The first public 
reports came on 15 November as a radio news item, followed the next day 
when the Courier Mail and the Daily Sun carried front page banners claiming 
that three babies had died in Brisbane’s Mater Hospital, infected by blood donated 
to the Red Cross Transfusion Service by a twenty-seven-year-old homosexual 
male who had given blood on fifteen occasions since 1981. A fourth baby was 
reported to be battling for life after receiving some of the HIV-infected blood. 
The man had notified the Red Cross on 13 November that he thought it best to 
disqualify himself from making further donations because he was an active 
homosexual. On 15 November he was informed by phone that there was 
evidence connecting his blood to the deaths of three babies, and was asked to 
take further tests. The Minister for Health released the information at a press 
conference on the 15th, but the tests which showed the man to be HTV+ were
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not confirmed until three days later.38 In fact the first child had died in March 
and medical authorities were divided as to the role of transfused blood in the 
death. The other two children had died in September and October.
The media reaction was predictable. The Courier-Mail led with, BABIES 
DIE IN AIDS SCARE, the Daily Sun with AIDS KILLS BABIES, and the 
Telegraph that afternoon screamed AIDS BLOOD ‘TIME BOMB’ predicting 
all sorts of dire calamities because no HIV-screening process had been 
developed. By the weekend the Sunday Sun was claiming that there had been 
ten more deaths from the contaminated blood while the Sunday Mail, not to be 
out done, announced that eighteen Queenslanders had been given HIV-infected 
blood.39 Cabinet had already discussed what to do about contaminated blood 
and was planning to modify the Transplantation and Anatomy Act to impose 
severe penalties on anyone knowingly providing contaminated blood. Once the 
news broke on 15 November, the government took immediate action by speeding 
an amendment to the Transplantation and Anatomy Act through the House 
on the 15th and 16th. The new law introduced $10,000 fines or two year’s 
imprisonment for anyone who knowingly gave false information in respect to 
body tissue provided for transplant or transfusion. This was followed by a 12th 
December amendment to the Health Act which declared AIDS a notifiable 
venereal disease, and imposed similarly severe penalties on anyone who infected 
another person with HIV+ blood, failed to continue medical treatment or gave 
false information about HIV infection.40 The legislation, wrongly, equated the 
presence of the virus with the final disease. One could well ask if Cabinet 
would have moved in the same way if the contaminated blood had come from 
a heterosexually-identified man or woman, and also why, as such legislation 
had been proposed since mid-1984, the government procrastinated so long? 
However, in their defence, they were at the forefront of worldwide legislative 
moves to deal with HTV/AIDS.
The National Health and Medical Research Council (NH&MRC) monitoring 
group was established after the first deaths from AIDS. Dr Neal Blewett, the 
Australian Health Minister, called an emergency meeting with all State Health 
Ministers. On 18 November the NH&MRC monitoring group became the 
National AIDS Task Force, with a brief to provide scientific and medical advice 
to Australian Health Minsiters. Blewett also formed the National Advisory 
Committee on AIDS (NACAIDS), chaired by Ita Buttrose, to advise the federal 
Health Minister on social and other (non-medical) aspects of AIDS. Prior to 
1985 there was no ability to mass screen blood. Each sample needed painstaking 
and technically laborious testing, which initially could only be carried out at 
Fairfield Hospital in Melbourne, then one of only five laboratories in the world 
registered as reference centers. Developing commercial antibody tests (easier 
than testing for the virus) was undertaken in America during 1984, the 
consequent ABBOTT ELISA screen registered in January 1985.41 Australia
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became the first country in the world to institute nationwide antibody testing for 
all blood donations in May 1985. Questions during 1984 about ‘screening blood’ 
were quite meaningless.42
Conservative politicians had a field-day. The Federal leader of the National 
Party, Ian Sinclair, launched into the Australian Labor Party (ALP) on 17 
November1984, accusing the ALP of promoting homosexuality through its 
support for gay law reform, directly linking the party to the death of the babies. 
Sinclair was merely echoing a similar statement made in September by the 
State’s long-serving Premier Sir Joh Bjelke-Peterson, before HTV had reached 
Queensland.43 Bjelke-Petersen, obviously in his political dotage, was still able 
to make his feelings quite clear when he reiterated his point on 23 November:
I am against the dirty and despicable act these people carry out. You can’t get 
any beast or any animal that is so depraved to carry on the way they do.44
The day after the Courier Mail broke its baby-death sensational story, the 
paper suggested that homosexuals who donated infected blood could find 
themselves charged with manslaughter. Its editorial for the day carried a 
threatening message for homosexuals:
It was not so very long ago in our history that patients suffering other socially- 
unacceptable, contagious diseases, such as tuberculosis and leprosy, were locked 
away for what was considered the community good. No one is saying that this 
should happen to homosexuals, but the aggressive activists in the movement 
should not be surprised if there is a violent community reaction to their cause as 
a result of this serious public health problem.45
There was also a degree of direct violence and animosity shown towards gays. 
After the media publicity, gun shots were fired at a toilet block in Dutton Park, 
which was well known as a gay Beat, and some taxi drivers refused to carry 
men to night clubs in Fortitude Valley. The gay community had been expecting 
media and other attacks of this nature and swung into action. The HTV+ man 
at the center of the debate was given social and emotional support in the gay 
community, particularly by members of the Gay Action Alliance. Activists 
Brian Day and Greg Weir were at the forefront of much of the gay community’s 
initial handling of the media. On Monday 19 November Grew Weir wrote to 
the Health Minister on the behalf of an AIDS Action Committee offering all 
possible consultation and cooperation, and issued a press release the next day 
to spread this conciliatory message. The same day the Red Cross Transfusion 
Service announced that for the time being they were only taking blood from 
women; blood would only be taken from men in an emergency.46 Once the 
initial shock was over the media returned to wider gay issues, in December 
running an expose on Brisbane’s ‘Dial-a-Boy’ brothels, detailing the services
In the 1950s and 1960s the Gold Coast had a better developed gay culture than 
Brisbane. The picture (above) shows a group of ‘Bathing Beauties’ at Greenmount,
Gold Coast, in June 1954 (Photo courtesy of Raymond Birch, Lismore)
(Below left) Dame Sybil and friends at a Queen’s Birthday Arts Ball at Nundah RSL in the 1970s (Photo 
courtesy of Dame Sybil), and (below right) Dame Sybil at the Brisbane Queen’s Ball, 1999 (Photo courtesy 
of Kiet Hanh)
The Brisbane Queen’s Ball, 1999 (Photos courtesy of Kiet Hanh)
(Above left) Androgynous couple at the 34th 
Queen’s Birthday Arts Ball, 1995 (Photo courtesy 
of Dame Sybil), and (above right and below) the 
Brisbane Queen’s Ball 1999 (Photos courtesy of 
Kiet Hanh)
Clive Moore and Terry Hines camp it up at the 
Easter Bonnet Party, Townsville, 1980 (left) and 
Jimmy Bussell as Liza Minnelli, Townsville, 
1981 (Photos courtesy of Terry Hines and Tracey 
Cooke)
‘Freda’ performing at the Terminus Night Club, 
Brisbane, 1984 (Photo courtesy of Leo Nipperess)
Dame Edna’s cousin, the Grand Duchess Terry of 
Townsville, 1980 (Photo courtesy of Terry Hines 
and Tracey Cooke)
Brisbane Drag Queen in the 1990s (Photo 
courtesy of Queensland Pride)
Lesbian and Gay contingent in the Brisbane May Day 
March, 1979 (above), Lesbian marchers, May Day, 
1978 (right), and Gay and Lesbian 47.77 Radio Col­
lective, Brisbane, 1980 (Photos courtesy of Greg 
Weir)
Toye de Wilde performing at the Terminus Night 
Club, Brisbane
Toye de Wilde (Tanya Wilde) stood for the 
parliamentary seat of Merthyr in a mid-1989 
by-election. The Merthyr electorate is centred on 
New Farm, Brisbane’s gay ghetto. The campaign 
provided good exposure for gay law reform issues 
(Photos courtesy of Leo Nipperess)
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Leading Queensland Gay 
Activist Craig Patterson in 
the 1992 Sydney Gay and 
Lesbian Mardi Gras (right), 
and Gay and Lesbian 
Awareness Week Fairy Floss 
Stall, University of 
Queensland, 1990 (Photos 
courtesy of Nick Ward)
Rally for Change, Queensland Association for Gay Law Reform, Brisbane, 1989 (above), Brisbane’s 
Lesbian and Gay Pride Festival march, 1998 (Photo courtesy of Queensland Pride) and (below right) Nick 
Douglas, Nick Ward, and sister Mega of the Sisters of Perpetual Indulgence blessing a gay apartment, 
Brisbane, 1990 (Photos courtesy of Nick Ward)
Queensland Association for Gay Law Reform participating in Palm Sunday Peace Rally, 1990 (above), 
and Nick Ward and Ted Kelk at the same rally (Photos courtesy of Nick Ward)
Trisha Reilly, Simone Troy and Toye de Wilde at Options night club (above), and Stephie du Camp (left) 




(Above) Rockhampton float in Brisbane’s first Gay and Lesbian Street Party, 1995 (Photo courtesy of 
Dame Sybil), and Team Brisbane, Gay and Lesbian Sports Group (Photo courtesy of Queensland Pride)
The leather look at Boot Co., Brisbane, 1990s (above) and two naval lads having a night out with a Sister 
of Perpetual Indulgence and the Cat Lady, Brisbane, 1990s (Photos courtesy of Queensland Pride)
(Left) Gai Lemon and Geoff Barrie at 
the AIDS Remembrance Candlelight 
Vigil, Brisbane, 1997 (Photo courtesy 
of Queensland Pride), and (below) 
Brisbane’s Gay and Lesbian Choir, 
Pride Day Fair, Musgrave Park, 
Brisbane, 1999 (Photo courtesy of 
Kiet Hanh)
(Above) Brisbane’s Lesbian and Gay Pride 
Festival march 1995 (Photo courtesy of 
Queensland Pride), and (right) Pride Day 
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offered by Brett’s Boys of Kelvin Grove and House o f Praetorian in 
Greenslopes.47
CAMP ceased functioning in 1985, many of its activities absorbed into what 
is now the Gay and Lesbian Welfare Association Inc (GLWA). More radical 
gays were associated with Gay Solidarity, the gay group at the University of 
Queensland, with lesbian organisations, or with Gay Action Alliance collective. 
Church groups also existed, such as the Catholic group Acceptance and the 
Metropolitan Community Church, but they had veiy few members. There were 
also other Queensland gay groups: the Free Business Association, the Australian 
Free Athletics Association, and one or two social groups such as the Rangers 
and the Jumbucks. When the 10th National Conference of Homosexuals and 
Lesbians was held in Brisbane in September 1984 the different motivations of 
and the lack of unity between the various gay and lesbian organisations were 
exposed. The Gay Action Alliance, which was involved in the conference, 
wanted to include a workshop on paedophilia. There was widespread opposition 
from many of the organisers, particularly from feminists and the left of the 
homosexual and lesbian movement, who were acutely aware o f the 
consequences publicity would bring. Debate spread into the wider community, 
eventually leading to the withdrawal of the trade union movement from 
involvement in the conference, and the intervention of the University of 
Queensland Senate, members of which had been lobbied by the Premier, Sir 
Joh Bjelke-Petersen.48 Paedophilia had to be withdrawn from the agenda before 
the conference could proceed at the university.49
The Queensland AIDS Committee (QAC) developed out of the Queensland 
AIDS Action Committee which was established in October 1984, in the still 
heated post-conference atmosphere. Queensland ADDS Action Committee 
held its first meeting in the back bar of the Alliance Hotel in Spring Hill, continuing 
to met regularly during the end of 1984, slowly developing into the Queensland 
AIDS Committee. The Queensland AIDS Committee’s initial brief was to 
care for those with HTV/AIDS, evaluate the effectiveness of AIDS testing and 
training procedures, and to prepare educational material for distribution in the 
gay community. Wider battles between collective leadership principles and the 
need for a more formal structure — which would allow registration as a charity 
and legitimise fund-raising activities — were also fought out within the 
Queensland AIDS Committee and its successor, Queensland AIDS Council 
(QuAC). Application for registration as a charitable body was made in March 
1985, but because this was going to be a protracted negotiation, a Queensland 
AIDS Committee Trust was registered with the Queensland Department of 
Corporate Affairs. Commonwealth funds were paid directly to the Trust. In 
October 1986 Queensland AIDS Committee became Queensland AIDS Council 
following negotiations with the Justice Department. Gatton’s Queensland 
Agricultural College claimed exclusive rights to use the acronym QAC.
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Queensland’s Justice Department refused to consider granting status as a 
charitable institution until ‘Committee’ was dropped from the title, reasoning that 
the use o f ‘Committee’ made QAC appear to be connected with the government. 
Thus QuAC (pronounced ‘quack’) emerged with a constitution and an executive 
which combined both collectivist and accommodationist elements.50
The initial office bearers were Hank Spierings as President, Brian Day as 
Vice President and Media Spokesman, Peter North as Secretary and Bill Rutkin 
as Treasurer, with Malcolm McCamish as committee member. Greg Weir was 
also heavily involved in its initial stages. QAC’s first trustees were Phillip 
Tahmindjis, Jacqueline Gartside and Nora Peek. The initial budget as o f 31 
August 1985 was $22,400, all but $100 of which came from Commonwealth 
Health Department funds.51
By September 1985 the Australian Minister for Health, Dr Neal Blewett, 
had provided the Queensland government with $238,000 for HTV/AIDS-related 
initiatives, which Queensland matched dollar-for-dollar. Over the next few 
years this amount rose to around $400,000 per year o f Commonwealth funds 
directed to Queensland, with other funds going proportionally to the other States 
and directly to national AIDS education and research projects.52 The Queensland 
government refused to cooperate with QuAC, which became a public issue at 
the 1st National Conference on AIDS, held in Melbourne in November 1985. 
To save embarrassment, the Commonwealth was forced immediately to grant 
QuAC an untied $90,000 for the remainder o f the financial year, still only half of 
their 1985-86 submission for funding. Half the funds promised eventually were 
paid in a cheque dated 31 December and the remainder promised in monthly 
allocations.
QuAC began offering an information and phone counselling service in August 
1985, receiving 299 calls in its first twenty days and 1,000 calls over the first 
three months. By September 1985 QuAC was offering a Volunteers Training 
Program to enable its information and counselling service. In 1986 liaisons with 
Lifeline enabled QuAC volunteers to be trained by Lifeline, in return for reciprocal 
HTV/AIDS workshops for Lifeline volunteers. Other long-term reciprocal 
networks were established, between QuAC, the Association for Loss and Grief, 
and St Luke’s Nursing Service.
Bill Rutkin took over as President in 1985, a position he held for the next 
eight years. Even though most o f its members were homosexual, the public 
face o f QuAC always stressed its broad community base. The arguments 
within QuAC festered again in April 1985 when the first funds were available 
to appoint a staff person: the collectivists wanting a guarantee that this person 
would be homosexual.53 QuAC continued to face criticisms from leftist elements: 
that in its efforts to conform to government and general community expectations, 
by having a conventional administrative structure, it lacked credibility within the 
gay community.54
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For several years moral outrage against homosexuals as purveyors o f  HTV/ 
AIDS, and the illegality o f  male homosexuality, retarded Queensland’s strategies 
for dealing with the epidemic. The Queensland Health Department wanted the 
Commonwealth’s money and had instituted an AIDS Co-ordinating Committee 
but was not willing to provide any special counselling services to individuals 
with HIV/AIDS.55 Elements in the government still thought that the best solution 
was to suppress homosexuality and threaten to quarantine HIV sufferers. The 
government attempted, deliberately, to harass gay men. One o f the most ludicrous 
moves was the November 1985 amendment to Section 78 o f the Queensland 
Liquor Act, 1912-1917, adding ‘drug dealers, sexual perverts or deviants, 
child molesters’ to the list o f  persons prohibited from entering licensed premises. 
The penalty for serving ‘sexual perverts or deviants’ could include the loss o f  a 
liquor license, which is thought to have been intended as a way to close down 
gay bars.56
The Townsville Daily Bulletin, famous for its rabid gay-baiting, called on the 
bible as its authority in a 1985 editorial entitled ‘It’s dangerous to flout God’s laws’ :
Students of Bible prophecy will not be surprised by the devastating AIDS 
contagion that is descending on the ‘civilised’, permissive nations of the world.
It was predicted very precisely nearly 2000 years ago.
The Amplified Bible translation puts it graphically: ‘Then He told them, nation 
will rise against nation, and kingdom against kingdom. There will be mighty and 
violent earthquakes and in various places famines and pestilences (plagues, 
malignant and contagious or infectious epidemic diseases, deadly and 
devastating). And there will be sights of terror and great signs from heaven.’ 
{Luke 21: 10,11).
...The message is loud and clear — sexual promiscuity is becoming more and 
more of a dangerous proposition. We might be living in the if-it-feels-good-do- 
it, anything-goes 80s, but our permissive lifestyle carries within it a tragic 
potentiality. We ignore the warnings, including those spelt out so clearly in the 
Bible, at our own mortal (and immortal) risk.
When foppish and drug-demented pop idols flaunt their bisexuality, and teenage 
and even younger fans emulate then en masse, we have what has proven to be 
a recipe for disaster. It may be old-fashioned and unpopular in some quarters to 
promote the ‘straight’ life and the institution of marriage, but unless there is a 
whole new recognition that we just cannot continue to thumb our nose at God’s 
laws, there may not be too many members of our society left in another ten years 
to learn the very hard lessons now being taught.57
Alongside the deliberate government harassment and forecasts o f  doom, 
unbeknownst to the politicians, medical doctors in high positions and medical
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and health bureaucrats worked with the gay community and QuAC to monitor 
the epidemic and provide care. The Doctors’ Reform Society, the Blood Bank 
and certain staff in the Health Department formed a medical and bureaucratic 
counter-culture which worked against the government, dealing practically with 
real issues, not the moral judgements and political point-scoring of the politicians.
From January 1986 QuAC had two full-time staff, an administrator and a 
coordinator. By the end o f 1986 33,344 persons had been tested through the 
Queensland Health Department’s AIDS Medical Unit, revealing 348 HTV+ 
cases. That year QuAC volunteers completed 6,000 hours of home care, support, 
and institutional visits, distributing $30,000 in welfare relief.58
1986 was not a good year for the gay community as it coincided with the 
conviction o f ABC radio journalist Bill Hurrey and ex-policeman David Warren 
Moore on paedophilia charges, and the tabling of the Sturgess Inquiry Report 
on Sexual Offences Involving Children. The Health Minister refused to provide 
Health Department funds to QuAC because he viewed QuAC as a vehicle for 
promoting homosexual activities rather than as a source of education. This 
attitude has, in various permutations been ongoing, with the 1998 Coalition Health 
Minister making similar objections to QuAC education campaigns.59 Right from 
1985 the Queensland Health Department had refused to pass on Federal funds 
for use by QuAC. Although there were some unofficial links, initially the Health 
Department refused to develop any form of working relationship with QuAC. 
In mid-1986 QuAC discovered that the Queensland Health Department had 
been negotiating with the Churches o f Christ to establish em ergency 
accommodation for HTV/AIDS-afFected people. QuAC had not been consulted, 
and the church, not known as gay-friendly, had never shown any previous interest 
in HTV/AIDS. November 1986 was also the time of State elections, which 
returned a totally National Party government and found Mike Ahem as the 
new Health Minister.
QuAC orchestrated a complex media campaign over several months to 
gather support for its AIDS education programs, which was the model later 
used in the law reform campaigns o f 1990-91. In January 1987 QuAC was 
advised that it would not be granted registration as a charitable body because 
the objectives o f the organisation were duplicated by other groups. Eventually 
Mike Ahem explained, when he met a QuAC delegation late in January, that 
the decision came directly from Cabinet.60 This meant that QuAC could not 
solicit for funds to finance its welfare services.
More than a decade later HTV/AIDS is still with us, but there is now much 
greater community awareness of the virus and more compassion in dealing 
with those who have been infected. QuAC now has an annual budget o f close 
to three million dollars and relations with government departments have matured. 
While Queensland Health Ministers have constantly made niggling attempts to 
suggest that sensible educative campaigns are really vehicles for promoting
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homosexual life styles, the campaigns continue and have been successful. QuAC 
has survived and despite having a reputation for in-fighting has been remarkably 
successful as an HTV/AIDS education and welfare organisation. HIV/AIDS 
has not weakened the gay community. If anything it has caused more solidarity 
and strengthened the resolve of all involved to pull together to deal with the 
issue. However, this account o f the official relations, or the lack there of, 
between the Queensland government and the State’s gay community in the 
1980s gives a fairly clear idea o f the difficulties involved in negotiating gay law 
reform in 1988-91.61
Queensland Association for Gay Law Reform, 1988-91
The outstanding major change to Queensland’s gay subculture was the 
decrimilisation o f adult male homosexual activity in 1990, removing the fear of 
prosecution which had always discouraged men from expressing their same-sex 
feelings, and making it easier to conduct educative campaigns about HTV/AIDS.
A coalition government formed by the Country (later National) Party and 
the Liberal Party governed Queensland from 1957 until 1983, after which the 
National Party governed in its own right until 1989. But Queensland’s National 
Party government was well and truly a sinking ship by 1989. Sir Joh Bjelke- 
Petersen, Premier since 1968, was removed in 1987, replaced by Mike Ahem 
and then Russell Cooper in quick succession. Although both new Premier’s 
were a relief after Sir Joh’s totally reactionary and autocratic rule, they were 
still captains o f Queensland’s Titanic. It was increasingly clear that Wayne 
Goss would be the next Premier in the first Labor government in thirty-two 
years. There had been little point in political activists lobbying the old government 
for gay law reform, but the late 1980s were clearly the time to move. Even 
though gay law reform had been Australian Labor Party (ALP) policy since 
the 1970s, Goss proceeded cautiously, very aware that he was dealing with an 
electorate that would not like rapid change, but his approach was also 
demonstratively quite negative. All Labor governments live with the spectre of 
Gough W hitlam’s extraordinarily reformist Federal Labor government, 1972- 
75, and the fears which the speed of change aroused in the public. Gay activists 
knew that Wayne Goss was not really supportive of the reforms; and they also 
realised that the move had to be accomplished while the Queensland government 
was new —  it certainly would not act later in its term when it was more 
conscious o f its reelection needs.
Homosexual law reform in Queensland was subject to more exhaustive 
public scrutiny than any were else in Australia, except Tasmania. Arguments 
for the reforms were examined by the Fitzgerald Commission o f Inquiry which 
proceeded gay law reform, by the Criminal Justice Commission (CJC), the 
Parliamentary Criminal Justice Committee (PCJC), and finally the legislative
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and parliamentary process. (The CJC is independent o f the Parliament, 
consisting largely o f researchers and investigators. The PCJC is the 
Parliamentary liaison body for the independent CJC, which then consisted o f 
seven politicians, four from the ALP and three from the National Party.)
The Queensland Association for Gay Law Reform (QAGLR) was established 
in Cairns in October 1988 by Ted Kelk, a retired high school principal who had 
a vision o f what needed to be done to achieve law reform. Initially he published 
Queensland Gay Action News and began to lobby politicians, but he soon 
realised that the organisation needed a Brisbane base if it were to succeed. 
Kelk was a visible presence at Cairns’ Rusty’s Bazar (a public market) on 
Saturdays in the late 1980s, lobbying for law reform. Today’s TK Gay and 
Lesbian Drop-in Centre in central Cairns commemorates his involvement. Quite 
ill from HTV/AIDS Ted Kelk moved to Brisbane in 1990, his early efforts taken 
over by the Brisbane branch o f QAGLR.62
Queensland has seldom seen such a successful political lobbying machine 
as QAGLR at work. In May a Roma man was charged with forty counts o f 
carnal knowledge against the order o f nature and o f gross indecency; four 
other men were also charged. Eventually these charges were dropped but not 
before one o f the five men had attempted suicide. The Queensland police 
were slow to sniff the winds o f change. Many of the older members o f the 
force were bridling at the Criminal Justice Commission and the Fitzgerald Inquiry 
which had led to the downfall o f their Police Commissioner on corruption charges: 
they were still quite happy to continue persecuting ‘pooftas’. The Roma case, 
along with two in Townsville and several more in Brisbane was the last stand o f 
the forces of reaction as their old world began to crumble around them. However 
horrible the Roma case was, it galvanised the Queensland gay community, 
provided publicity in southern States, generated donations to finance the cause 
and increased QAGLR membership.
The Roma case was followed by QAGLR’s support for Tanya (Toye) De 
Wilde as candidate for the Brisbane seat o f Merthyr in a mid-1989 By-Election. 
The Merthyr electorate (centred on Brisbane’s gay ghetto, New Farm), has a 
large gay and lesbian population. Even though Toye De Wilde lost (as expected) 
the short campaign provided good exposure for gay law reform issues. Next 
came the State Elections at the end o f 1989. QAGLR’s plan was to keep a 
fairly low profile during the November/December campaign as demonstrations 
and public support for the Labor Party could easily have been counter­
productive. In the run-up to the elections QAGLR agreed to provide campaign 
support for the ALP, but remain silent when gay issues were brought up by 
the National Party. Whenever the issue o f gay law reform was raised during 
the election campaign, the ALP refused to enter into debate but said that it 
was a matter for the CJC, effectively ‘passing the buck’. This was a matter 
o f much debate within QAGLR. A consensus was achieved by agreeing that
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if there was to be no marches before the elections, then there would be 
marches straight afterwards.
Premier Cooper, desperate to retain power, tried scare tactics, saying that if 
the ALP won on 2nd December Queensland would go gay, opening the 
floodgates to ‘homosexuals and pornography’, evoking visions of a great 
homosexual migration north to the Sunshine State, with a mardi gras on the 
Gold Coast.63 The National Party also commissioned some television 
advertisements, which were never shown, with Sydney gay men sitting in a bar 
announcing their plans to shift to Queensland as soon as the ALP gained power. 
Logos Foundation, based in Toowoomba, the heartland o f Christian 
fundamentalism, campaigned strongly against homosexual acts as ‘unnatural, 
unhygienic and unproductive’.64 However, the election campaign did have some 
gay highlights, such as Leo Baird standing as a gay-rights candidate in an 
electorate centred on the central-west cattle-town of Longreach.
As expected, Labor won and Wayne Goss became Premier. QAGLR faced 
a major obstacle in getting the Labor government to prioritise gay law reform, 
something that was not a foregone conclusion, and then to speed it through the 
CJC. When QAGLR leaders phoned the leaders of the new government their 
calls were not returned. After two weeks of ignored calls QAGLR held a rally 
demanding law reform, making clear that if the process did not begin immediately 
a very high profile campaign would be launched to achieve law reform. The 
next morning Nick Ward received a call from Premier Goss’ Private Secretary 
to arrange a meeting. At the meeting Attorney General Deane Welles and 
Peter Beattie, Chairman of the newly-formed PCJC, committed themselves to 
achieving gay law reform, which they both previously had supported publically 
and which had been ALP policy for many years. How much they were pressured 
by gay activists and how much they were merely implementing Labor policy is 
a moot point.
The strategy QAGLR developed was to consult widely with community 
interest groups, use double the usual number of executive positions, thus gaining 
the widest possible input into decision-making, and to establish Gay Round Table 
conferences to give a voice to all organisations in the gay community, allowing 
speedy dissemination of information between groups. Greg Weir, as secretary, 
kept up an amazing level of dissemination of information. The result was that a 
large number of people in the gay community knew exactly what was involved 
in legislative drafting and the way parliamentary and lobbying processes worked. 
Activities were orchestrated throughout 1990: the constituent lobbying campaign 
(April to June); the submission campaign (May and June); the petition campaigns 
(the first in June, the second from September until November); and finally the 
October and November lobbying campaign on the wording of the preamble and 
the age of consent. The essential ingredient was the talent, expertise and 
professionalism of supporters, gay and straight. It was a totally exhausting but
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exhilarating process: the gay community is not noted for its cooperation, but in 
this case the whole community swung into action like an organised machine.
The CJC called for submissions from all interest groups, which brought the 
right-wing out like a disturbed nest of hornets, but when the CJC released its 
report in early 1990 it was based largely on the QAGLR submission. The CJC 
recommendation was to reform the laws with an equal age of consent and no 
negative preamble. The CJC passed its report to the PCJC, which released a 
majority decision in favour of reform and negative minority decisions from the 
National Party and rebel ALP members. The submissions were a powerful 
gathering of information on homosexuality; so much so that even with the 
conservative background of some of its members the results were positive, the 
majority report recommending total equality for homosexuals before the law.
The legislation progressed quickly through the Labor Caucus, Cabinet, and 
Parliament itself. Wayne Goss spoke on the issye for the first time on the floor 
of the House, and showed his lack of commitment to equality by stating that he 
did not think that the general public would ever accept an equal age of consent 
for homosexuality. QAGLR lobbying managed to change this very negative 
stand to the present situation. The first preamble proposed was negative about 
homosexual lifestyles, and Parliament insisted on a ludicrous provision making 
male homosexual activity legal in Queensland from age sixteen, except for anal 
intercourse, for which one has to be eighteen — leading to jokes about the late- 
maturing Queensland male anus! Finally, the legislation was passed minus the 
proposed negative preamble but with the higher age for anal sex. The Goss 
government tried to sooth the QAGLR by promising that the issue would be 
corrected quietly when the criminal code was rewritten. When Deane Wells 
did eventually rewrite the criminal code some four years later, the correction 
was not made. As outlined in Chapter Eleven, the Beattie ALP government 
has, commendably, taken up several gay/lesbian legislative issues, but has not 
tackled the strange Goss government age of consent legislation.
It is almost invidious to single out the main individuals involved but several 
safely can be named: Ted Kelk, Greg Weir, Nick Ward, Craig Patterson, Colin 
Crosbie, Leo Baird, Gai Lemon, Toye De Wilde, David Studham, Wally Cowin, 
Michael Turna, Max LeMarchand and Michael Browne. In 1991, with its task 
complete, QAGLR was renamed as the Queensland Association for Lesbian 
and Gay Rights, which began to campaign for anti-discrimination legislation, 
achieved the same year. Initially the government had no intention of dealing 
with homosexuality under the anti-discrimination legislation, but groups were 
activated to lobby the government during 1991, which led them to add 
homosexuality to the legislation. But once more the government blighted good 
legislation with an exclusion relating to ‘work with children’, which, while 
effectively unenforceable, still made it clear that the Labor government was 
not comfortable accepting its responsibilities in this area.65
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Queensland had at last caught up with the gay law reform process begun 
in South Australian in 1972. In between removing the death penalty for 
sodomy in 1865 and making male homosexuality legal in 1990, Queensland 
had come a long way.
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From Subculture to Mainstream Culture
A subculture is defined as a body of social institutions and patterns of behaviour 
shared by a group of people who identify as part of that group and who are 
viewed as different by those in the surrounding mainstream culture. There are 
two ways of looking at Australia’s gay and lesbian subculture. First, although it 
is correct to talk about the development of a gay and lesbian subculture with its 
origins late last century, maturing in the second half of the twentieth century, as 
we begin the twenty-first century gay and lesbian culture has lost much of its 
separatist status. As Garry Wotherspoon noted in a 1991 article on the impact 
of gay subculture on mainstream culture in Australia, there has been a successful 
colonisation of part of mainstream culture by elements from the subculture. As 
his examples Wotherspoon used drag shows which have become mainstream 
entertainment, Sydney’s Gay and Lesbian Mardi Gras, and homosexuality as 
part of popular discourse.1 One could well add to this argument that as the 
1990s progressed, sexuality generally became an accepted part of popular 
discourse. We have become so blasé about sexuality that in 1998-99 discussion 
of American President Bill Clinton’s sex life, and whether oral sex and using a 
cigar as a sexual aid constitutes sexual relations, caused general amusement 
not embarrassment or horror. Similarly, movies and television programs have 
become sexually explicit, to an extent that a wide range of sexual activities are 
on view, among them homosexual acts which were once seen as deviant and 
not for public viewing. While there remain elements of society which forecast 
doom, lamenting our lapse from biblical strictures and the rules of institutional 
Christianity, they seem largely to have lost the battle.
The second way to look at Australia’s gay and lesbian subculture is to argue 
that the gay-lesbian-bisexual-transgender-queer subculture should be regarded 
as an alternative mainstream culture in its own right, which continues to colonise 
the older parallel mainstream culture. This suggests we are dealing with multiple 
cultures, not a monolithic culture with an attached subculture. Indeed, we should 
be questioning the categorisation of homosexuality as a subculture, paired in 
some invisible way with heterosexuality. In many non-Western cultures 
homosexuality is perceived not so much as a deviation — a subculture — but 
as one of many variations of human sexuality. Our attention should be focused 
on the ways our institutions— the state, religion, law, medicine, capitalism etc.
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—  created this dichotomy and privileged one side o f a far more complex sexual 
equation.
In an examination o f Australia’s gay magazines, Timothy Benzie argues that 
it is no longer appropriate to see the gay world as a subculture. He gives three 
main reasons: subcultures are often seen as youth cultures, but the gay subculture 
has active members who are too old to be part o f a traditional subculture; the 
gay world does not attempt any significant resistance to the dominant culture, 
such resistance usually being a characteristic o f a subculture; and, that the gay 
world has become a mainstream culture itself. While his definition o f subcultures 
as youth cultures is rather narrow, excluding Australia’s many ethnic subcultures, 
overall Benzie’s argument is sound. The implications are that the gay world 
has become bourgeois and assimilationist, and that mainstream gay culture carries 
within it ‘deviant’ subcultures which have much the same relationship to the 
mainstream gay culture as the earlier gay and lesbian subculture once had to 
mainstream straight culture.2 I would categorise pre-existing extremes within 
the bourgeois gay culture— the drag persona, queer identification, Beats, Bears, 
and leather fetishes with associated sadomasochism3 —  as subcultures within 
mainstream gay culture in the 1990s.
The place o f lesbians within gay culture is more problematic: lesbians remain 
peripheral, certainly not equal partners to gay males within mainstream 
homosexual culture. Lesbians, unlike gay men, never were under threat o f 
criminal prosecution, however, in many ways lesbians still face something o f a 
double jeopardy penalty: first for being women in a gay culture which is 
substantially male-oriented, and second for being women in a rampant masculinist 
capitalist society which values men above women in so many ways. The 
commercialisation o f the gay scene, through venues and commercial products 
oriented at a gay market, is aimed almost exclusively at males.4 While there 
are always signs o f improvement —  for instance Queensland Pride's recent 
moves to include more lesbian content— patriarchy still rules, which necessitates 
the conclusion that lesbians are a subculture o f the dominant mainstream male 
gay culture. Evidence o f this can be found in the recent proliferation o f women- 
only venues, which is not matched by men-only venues, except for the few 
catering for sex-on-premises patrons. Most gay venues welcome men and 
women, although the clientele, entertainment and atmosphere is decidedly male. 
Lesbians have not achieved equal standing with men in contemporary gay culture, 
hence their retreat to exclusivism.
While it can not be denied that the original dominant mainstream straight 
culture is heterosexual-based, its colonisation is being aided by a growing 
realisation that patterns o f gender and sexuality which were generated in 
Australia during the nineteenth century and lasted into the second half o f the 
twentieth century, are no longer the norm, and certainly do not have to be the 
norm in the twenty-first century. When we place the two centuries o f recent
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settlement in Australia into the wider context of Western Europe over the last 
thousand years, or compare modem Australia’s sexual and gender development 
with that which has occurred in other non-Western cultures, there is nothing 
standard about patterns o f sexual or gender behaviour, which constantly change 
with time and place.5
Masculinity and its relationship to femininity has been changing in Australia. 
The 1970s was the decade when a resurgent feminism challenged the status 
quo, the flow-on from which has been a repositioning of male/female relationships 
within marriage, the family, the workplace, business, politics and wider society. 
Many men remained fairly uncomfortable with this destabilisation of the standard 
gender relations they had grown to expect. The 1990s, likewise, saw a 
deconstruction o f masculinity. There has been a great outpouring o f books 
about manhood and masculinity, reflecting on the place o f children and youths 
within the family and society, and a repositioning o f adult males, amongst 
themselves and vis-à vis women. SNAGS (Sensitive New Age Guys) seem to 
have been 1980s phenomena: men who identified as straight tried to come to 
terms with domestic equality in relationships and with expressing a masculinity 
which was not quite so chauvinistic towards women.6 The major 1990s 
adjustment that all men have made relates to grooming and body image. Gyms 
and building attractive bodies are central to the new male culture. M en’s 
magazines have proliferated, advising on skin care and couturial elegance, 
replicating the type of advice on constructing a feminine image already available 
to women over many decades. In all o f this there is a blurring o f the old 
dichotomous distinctions between male and female gender, and heterosexuality 
and homosexuality. Men, at last, are being encouraged to go beyond the restraints 
o f machismo and express their feelings to each other and to women.
Yet another change that has come in the 1990s is the cyberworld, extending 
gay/lesbian/queer culture into another dimension. Ten years ago most o f us 
were barely computer-literate. Now the computer is almost as common a 
household appliance as the refrigerator, and we can connect into the Internet 
just as quickly as we can turn on a video recorder. Information networks, 
personal advertisements, lift-down graphics, and chat lines now flood into our 
lives. The result is that what was once only a geographically-based subculture 
has become a virtual community worldwide. It does not matter if you are in 
Roma, Cairns or Brisbane, or indeed Rome, Paris or New York, the Internet 
can connect you to an electronic gay and lesbian community. Unlike nightclubs 
and bars, which can only be found in larger urban centres, the cyberworld 
operates twenty-four hours a day. There is now a sense of being part o f an 
international gay and lesbian culture in a way that has never before been possible, 
except for the jet-setting few.
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Law Reform
Gay law reform in Queensland came late compared with most other States, but 
for the younger generation o f gay males there is little consciousness o f the 
situation before 1990. By the time the 1990s generation became aware o f their 
attraction to other males, the antiquated laws which once sent men to prison for 
homosexual activity no longer existed, and to them were merely an irrelevant 
historical curiosity. Older members o f the gay community still carry these 
draconian laws engraved on their souls as part o f the torturous life-path they 
once had to walk down just to be themselves. But this legal persecution ended 
a decade ago and even if  some have deliberately adopted a ‘Lest We Forget’ 
attitude, for most, the reforms are complete and forgotten. The Queensland 
Association for Gay and Lesbian Rights (QAGLR), which replaced the 
Queensland Association for Gay Law Reform, has continued to fight for a 
wide range o f legal issues which affect gay men and lesbians. In terms o f 
equity in several areas —  recognition o f partner/career status in the workplace, 
in inheritance, and by hospitals, insurance companies, etc. —  there is still a 
long way to go in gaining equality. Anti-gay violence continues to flare up: the 
rash o f violent attacks on gay men and the explosion o f a home-made bomb at 
the QuAC office in Townsville in 1999 are a reminder that acts o f hatred and 
vilification continue.7
In October 1998 the Beattie Labor government re-opened debate on 
homosexual relationships when Attorney General Matt Foley announced planned 
legal reforms contained in a De Facto Relationships Bill, which include giving 
same-sex couples and de facto couples the same legal status as married couples. 
Labor’s intention is to recognise the reality o f same-sex partnerships and give 
them legal equality with heterosexual de facto partnerships in regard to property 
rights. The reaction was predictable. Catholic Archbishop John Bathersby 
said it was another example of individual freedom ‘gone mad’. The One Nation 
Party’s parliamentary leader Bill Feldman agreed, and the Opposition Shadow 
Justice spokesman Lawrence Springborg was quoted as saying that broaching 
the issue will breed homophobia in the streets. On behalf o f QAGLR, Shayne 
Wilde welcomed the move as long overdue.8 The Courier Mail led with an 
editorial pondering the limits acceptable to the wider community, but came down 
on the side o f reform:
In law, there should be no objection.to such an extension because any 
acknowledgement of the inequity of the difference between the way the property 
rights of legally married and de facto couples are treated should also recognise 
the discrimination against those in homosexual relationships. It is a simple fact 
of life that many homosexual people establish and maintain ordered, monogamous
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relationships that are as lasting and stable as the strongest ‘legal’ marriage. Just 
as the partners in a regular marriage have basic legal rights, those in an 
unconventional arrangement should be afforded protection.
...Society recognises the place of homosexuals through anti-discrimination 
legislation and by the past acts of law reform decriminalising homosexual 
behaviour. However, the community does draw limits to homosexual rights by 
not sanctioning adoption for same-sex couples or automatic access to such 
reproductive technology as in vitro fertilisation. The question that needs to be 
addressed in the debate about property rights between couples is whether this 
issue falls within acceptable limits for the community.
Given the then brittle balance of power in the Parliament, and stated opposition 
from the National, Liberal, and One Nation members, the fate of the Bill rested 
with the two independent members. The editorial called on the Liberal leader 
Dr David Watson to reconsider his ‘entirely illiberal and intolerant stance’.9
Labor’s majority in the Queensland Parliament increased during 1999, but 
despite similar legislation passing through the New South Wales Parliament, 
Queensland’s De Facto Relationships Bill has been shelved until after the next 
election. However, reforms to industrial relations legislation passed through 
Parliament on 11 June 1999. Same-sex couples will be recognised as de facto 
spouses and will be granted equal rights under the term ‘immediate family’, 
guaranteed the same rights in all existing and future awards, enterprise 
agreements, workplace agreements, dismissals and leave provisions. Paul 
Braddy, Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations, summed up the 
situation well in his final speech before the Bill passed:
The same-sex material that is placed in this Bill is about humanity. We are not 
talking about marriage; we are talking about the most important part of people’s 
lives. These provisions are going to apply to everybody at the time of birth, at 
the time of extreme sickness, at the time of children needing care and at the time 
of death. If people cannot see that it is important to assist others, irrespective of 
their sexual preference, at the time of birth, sickness, childhood problems and 
death, there is something wrong with them.10
In November 1999 the government passed an amendment to the Domestic 
Violence (Family Protection) Amendment Bill broadening the definition of spouse 
to include same sex couples. The Bill, which extends previous reforms 
acknowledging same sex relationships and brings Queensland into line with the 
rest of Australia, provides victims with easier access to Apprehended Violence 
Orders, relationship and personal counselling and other physical and emotional 
protection measures. However, the Opposition attempted unsuccessfully to 
vote down the amendment, and revealed how deep-seated homophobia remains 
in Queensland. Vaughan Johnson, Member for Gregory, informed the House
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that ‘Jesus Christ is the one who will strike you dead in the end’, and David 
Dalgleish, One Nation Member for Hervey Bay, announced that anyone who 
supported the legislation was ‘sick’.11
Gay and Lesbian Culture and the Media
In the years that have elapsed since the decrimilisation o f male homosexuality, 
there has been great change in the acceptance o f gay and lesbian relationships 
in Queensland, not least by the editorial writers at the Courier Mail. It seems 
to me that a transition to something which should be called a mainstream gay 
male culture has taken place, at least in Australia’s capital cities. For Queensland, 
this partly springs from gay law reform in 1990, which allowed freedom of 
expression o f individual identities without fear o f legal persecution, but it also 
relates to the increasing commercialisation o f the gay scene and the creation of 
a distinctive cultural identity. Although I am suggesting that lesbians are actually 
a subculture o f mainstream gay male-oriented culture, in many ways they also 
interact with and are part o f the wider scene, particularly in Pride Week, Mardi 
Gras, dance parties, at venues —  which, although predominantly male, also 
welcome lesbians —  and in the gay media. As has been the case with the 
development o f the gay and lesbian subculture over the last hundred years, one 
can discern degrees o f slower or faster movement, depending on geographic 
region, ethnicity and gender. Just as Brisbane’s gay and lesbian scene is relatively 
small when compared with that o f Sydney, similar rates o f difference exist 
between Brisbane and Cairns, Cairns and Mackay, or Mackay and Roma. Life 
for gay men or lesbians living in smaller towns or rural areas may not be very 
different from that o f fifty years ago, except of course that the law has changed, 
and they now have access to a gay literature and press, as well as for most, 
instant access to an electronic gay and lesbian world.
Colonisation o f the parallel mainstream heterosexual culture is still occurring 
alongside the creation o f the mainstream gay culture. One significant factor in 
my slow realisation of this, was my usual Sunday breakfast-time activity, flipping 
through Brisbane’s Sunday Mail and extracting the Television Guide, usually 
the only part o f the newspaper o f any long-term value. However, early in 1998 
there was an interesting development in its Classifieds section, which now takes 
advertisements for gay chat lines and has a page called Meeting Place where 
readers can advertise to make ‘Female to M ale’, ‘Male to Female’, and ‘Seeks 
Same’ phone contacts. The family-oriented Sunday Mail has a huge circulation 
and is better known for advertising retirement villages than gay and lesbian 
romance, but an obvious commercial (and moral) decision has been made that 
homosexuality is a legitimate, socially acceptable form o f sexuality, worthy o f 
commercial exploitation. It remains to be seen if this attitude gradually extends 
to editorial policy and news content, but certainly having gay and lesbian classified
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advertisements in the Sunday Mail, as well as advertising gay and lesbian chat 
lines and escort services in its stable-mate, the Courier Mail, is a huge step 
from what was once standard practice, isolating positive mention of gay sexuality 
in specialist magazines. It is not so many years ago that the Courier Mail only 
used the word gay in inverted commas, and regularly made attacks on the gay 
community, singling out HIV/AIDS as a plague upon their perversion.
While the Australian and the Courier Mail are the dominant newspapers in 
the State, Queensland also has two free gay newspapers, Queensland Pride, a 
monthly, and Brother Sister, a bi-monthly, both produced in Brisbane and both 
claiming a circulation of around 10,000 copies. Gay newspapers from Sydney 
and Perth are also available in some venues and gay-friendly businesses. Both of 
Queensland’s gay newspapers have fairly similar content, although Queensland 
Pride has more feature articles, a better coverage of regional centres and as 
already mentioned now consistently tries to include content of immediate interest 
to women. The very useful ‘Positive Living’, a substantial magazine supplement 
for people living with HTV/AIDS, has appeared in both papers. Gay newspapers 
are a mine of information for anyone trying to discover the various facets of the 
gay/lesbian/queer culture, but their availability is limited, given that the main 
distribution points are large urban centres with gay commercial venues.
Gay Men and HIV/AIDS
In 1998 a survey was completed of 1,341 gay and homosexually active men in the 
Brisbane, Gold Coast and Sunshine Coast region, providing a snap-shot of sexual 
and HTV-related practices. This survey created a good demographic picture of 
the type of men on the gay scene at the end of the twentieth century, showing 
how sexual activity has been modified since HTV/AIDS became a fact of life.
Eighty-four per cent identified as of Anglo-Celtic origin, 7.5 per cent claimed 
ancestry from continental Europe, 1.7 per cent were indigenous and another
6.7 per cent were from other areas. The vast majority were under forty (73 
per cent) with 36.5 per cent under thirty. They were well-educated and employed 
in well-paid occupations: 38.4 per cent were tertiary-educated, and another
43.7 per cent had completed Grade Twelve or had a trade certificate or diploma; 
48.1 per cent described themselves as professional, paraprofessional or 
managerial, 32.6 per cent as white collar workers, and 19.2 per cent as blue 
collar workers. One-quarter claimed never to have been drunk in the previous 
six months, 32.7 per cent had only been drink once or twice in that time, 23.9 
per cent were drunk less than once per week, but 16.6 per cent admitted to 
being drunk more than once a week. Their most common non-alcoholic 
recreational drugs over the previous six months were Marijuana (46.1 per cent), 
followed by Amyl Nitrate (34.8 per cent), Speed (24.2 per cent), Ecstasy (19.5 
per cent), LSD (9.3 per cent), Cocaine (6 per cent) and Heroin (3.3 per cent).
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The most commonly injected drug was Speed.
The men in the sample were mainly homosexually identified (84.3 per cent), 
enjoyed having sex only or mostly with men (91.9 per cent), said that most of 
their close friends were gay and considered they were involved in the gay 
community. Only 12 per cent had had sex with a woman in the previous six 
months, over half were currently in a regular relationship with a man, slightly 
less than one in three were monogamous, and over half had sex with casual 
partners. Eighty-six per cent knew their HTV status, 68.8 per cent having been 
tested in the last year and 8.6 per cent were HIV-positive. Seven in ten of the 
men had had sex with a casual partner during the previous six months. Almost 
two-thirds of those with regular male partners engaged in oral and anal 
intercourse, but they were more reticent when it came to casual partners, 
preferring safe-sex insertive to receptive roles. Most had agreements with 
regular male partners about sex within and outside the relationship. A little less 
than one-third of the men in the sample had engaged in unprotected anal 
intercourse with regular male partners and very few permitted unprotected 
anal intercourse with casual partners.12
Such surveys help to profile the gay male community, allowing educators to 
target high risk factors in the transmission of HTV/AIDS. Queensland AIDS 
Council (QuAC) is now far from its struggling early years. Incorporated under 
the Associations Incorporation Act in July 1988, its 1998 budget is approaching 
three million dollars per annum, financed largely through Commonwealth funds 
received via Queensland’s Health Department. The objectives of the Council 
are to minimise the spread of HIV/AIDS and promote the health of people 
most affected, through education as well as material, emotional and social support. 
QuAC’s objectives include the assistance and monitoring of scientific and medical 
research, promotion and encouragement of self-help groups, provision of 
accommodation and support facilities, and generally to promote self-esteem 
and social responsibility amongst those directly affected by HIV/AIDS. In the 
1988-89 financial year QuAC received $234,953 in funds. By June 1988 QuAC 
was providing services for 298 people with HIV+ (about 45% of the registered 
Queensland case load), 41 of whom died from AIDS in that year (about 60% of 
the registered Queensland case load). The number of HIV infections continued 
to rise in 1990s: in 1990-91 there were 1,230 registered HIV+ cases in 
Queensland; in 1992 QuAC was assisting with 58 people out of the total 62 
who died from HIV/AIDS in Queensland that year. By 1995-96 QuAC was 
dealing with around 360 HIV+ individuals and around 70 deaths each year, 
some 80% of the Queensland total. A two-fold difference emerged in the mid- 
1990s. First, the several previous years of encouraging safe behaviours 
prevented Australia from experiencing the so-called ‘second wave’ of HIV 
infection affecting a broader population, which occurred in other Western 
countries in the late 1980s and early 1990s. Second, from the mid-1990s people
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with HTV/AIDS were living significantly longer, attributed to better understanding 
o f HIV infection and use of prophylactic drugs. By 1996-97 the new combination 
therapies treatment environment was providing unprecedented degrees o f health 
and longevity for persons infected with HIV, and hope for the future. 
Queensland’s number o f new notifications had slowed by 1996, as had the 
number of deaths from AIDS complications, which fell by 30% in that year. In 
1997-98 there were 1,143 registered HTV+ persons in Queensland, 216 o f them 
new notifications, which was not consistent with the wider Australian trend, a 
slowing o f the HTV infection rate, presumably because o f the Sunshine State’s 
attractiveness as a place to migrate to, away from southern east coast States.13
In 1998 QuAC employed 52 staff, and had 533 volunteers who spent more 
than 25,000 hours in the year giving support to individuals with HIV/AIDS. 
From its beginning, QuAC has attempted to reach out to regional Queensland, 
with support teams in Cairns, Toowoomba, Townsville and on the Gold and 
Sunshine Coasts right from 1988-89, and staff located outside o f Brisbane since 
1989-90. While QuAC has been plagued by turbulent internal dynamics, which 
in 1997 led to the dismissal of its Administrative Director, it is now a sophisticated 
public health organisation providing a comprehensive range of services in several 
Queensland centres, with permanent offices in Brisbane, Cairns, Townsville, 
Nambour and Surfers Paradise.
HTV/AIDS, in a strange way, has also been part of the transition o f the 
subculture into something worthy o f calling a culture in its own right. In the 
early 1980s it looked as if HTV/AIDS was going to knock the subculture for a 
six, turning the wider community against gay men in particular, as the main 
recipients o f this terrible viral disease. The reverse has happened. HIV/AIDS 
forced many individuals to face up to questions of personal sexual identity, and, 
after the sexual freedoms of the 1960s and 1970s, to think carefully about 
sexual partners and precautions when engaged in high risk activities. HTV/ 
AIDS has been managed educatively by stressing that the community o f men 
who have sex with men extends far beyond gay-identified men. Rather than 
run away and hide from HTV/AIDS (which would have been impossible anyway), 
the gay and lesbian community has confronted the phenomenon full on, bringing 
a sense o f caring for each other to the fore. Wearing a Red Ribbon has become 
a recognised act o f compassion for individuals with HIV/AIDS: in 1997 during 
AIDS Awareness Week all 900 Yellow Cabs in Brisbane, Ipswich and 
Toowoomba flew the red ribbon from their aerials. Australian media icons like 
Ita Buttrose have thrown themselves behind the cause, showing that they, like 
HTV/AIDS, do not discriminate. In an unexpected manner HIV/AIDS allowed 
the maturing o f gay culture and widened the net o f support through the whole 
community in ways that would not have been possible without the virus.
Powerftil symbols have been created to focus community attention on HIV/ 
AIDS, using red ribbons, quilts and candlelight vigils. The Australian AIDS
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Memorial Quilt project is part of an international memorial to those who have 
died. In 1988 an Australian, Andrew Carter, viewed the first AIDS-names project 
in Atlanta, Georgia, returning to Australia inspired to establish the Australian 
Memorial Quilt project, which now has 104 blocks and over 1,000 individual panels. 
The large annual Candlelight Vigils held in Brisbane and smaller regional centres 
in May, along with AIDS Awareness Week in November, provide a focus for 
remembering the 804 men, women and children who have succumbed to AIDS 
in Queensland up until 1999. These events serve to remind the wider community 
of the ongoing epidemic and the need for solidarity in providing health care. The 
ritual o f unfolding and displaying the quilt, accompanied by a Candlelight Vigil, 
touches the hearts o f all who experience it.14
Brisbane Events and Venues
Gay culture remains something of an iceberg, with only small sections readily 
identifiable above the surface. Most gay and lesbian activities are not 
distinguishable from those in straight culture. The ten pin bowling team in the 
next alley at Alexandra Headlands on the Sunshine Coast, or the bike-riders 
who pass you at the Gold Coast, may be gay teams. The women’s beach 
volley ball or soccer team playing in the park near by may be a lesbian social 
group. The houseboat you £ee chugging slowly out of Sanctuary Cove for a 
weekend on Moreton Bay might have been hired by a gay male social group, or 
the participants in the animated card game organised in the next-door New 
Farm block o f apartments might have found each other from an advertisement 
in Queensland Pride or BrotherSister. The Metropolitan Community Church 
caters specifically for gays and lesbians. Quakers, various Anglican parishes 
and Acceptance, a Catholic group, all welcome homosexuals. A business 
network has existed since the 1980s, which meets regularly, raises money for 
charity and in 1997 published a directory o f gay-friendly businesses in 
Queensland. Its original eccentric name, the Free Business Association, a 
hangover from the Bjelke-Petersen era when the government refused to register 
any organisation with ‘gay’ or ‘lesbian’ in its title, has now been changed to the 
Gay and Lesbian Business Network.
However, there are recognisable peaks protruding above the surface o f our 
metaphoric iceberg, particularly gay venues and the dance parties, which now 
typifÿ the commercial gay scene. An initial analysis of the emergence o f gay 
venues was made in Chapters Eight and Nine. In the late 1990s Brisbane has 
two distinct gay precincts, one in Spring Hill and the other in Fortitude Valley, 
long the home of Brisbane’s night life. There are five substantial gay and 
lesbian venues, Sportsman, Wickham and Alliance Hotels, along with Options 
and the Beat nightclubs. The smaller gay and lesbian venues, often catering for 
particular subcultures, are much less stable. Several smaller venues cater only
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for women, usually on one night of the week: in the late 1990s these included 
KDs at Jubilee Hotel, Cherries at Royal George Hotel, Club Montana at Spring 
Hill Hotel, Club 406 at Sly Fox Hotel, and the Sandpit at the Alliance Hotel, all 
in north-central Brisbane. Each venue has its own particular clientele. The 
Sportsman hosts Brisbears for ‘hairy men and admirers’, has a cellar-bar named 
the Mine Shaft M en’s Club, and a reputation for drag shows of dubious to fair 
quality, which raise money for HTV/AIDS charity. Its clientele is mature males, 
and women fond o f billiards and snooker. Nearby, Options, more up-market 
and attracting a younger dance crowd, is now owned by John Hannay but has 
lost its earlier place in the market. Also in Spring Hill, the Alliance Hotel is still 
searching for a niche market, and in 1998 was hosting the Hellfire leather and 
S&M club once a month. Two women’s venues were nearby: Club Montana 
was at the Spring Hill Hotel, and Murmurs could be found down the road at the 
Grand Chancellor Hotel. During the 1990s, Options developed a reputation for 
good quality entertainment, with male strippers and well-choreographed drag 
and special event shows. Hotel Wickham, once infamous for being a run-down 
Valley hotel frequented by prostitutes, has been regenerated into a first class 
dance venue, with excellent drag shows and occasionally quite famous 
performers gracing its stage. John Hannay’s Beat, a late night dance venue in 
Fortitude Valley with its gay-oriented Cockatoo Club upstairs, has prospered 
for many years.
Brisbane seems capable of sustaining a maximum of three or four permanent 
commercial gay and lesbian venues, alongside a lesser group which come and go, 
seemingly with the seasons o f the year. As in any industry there is competition 
and a few dirty tricks as venue proprietors come up with new gimmicks, redecorate 
their venues, take off a cover charge, or put one on. There are also rumours of 
collusions to force new-comers out of the market, and occasionally o f worse 
deeds. In 1994, Edwards, a trendy gay video and pool table bar in Spring Hill had 
all of its equipment stolen three times before it went bankrupt. Gay venues are 
often owned by consortiums, the licencee a front for more shadowy figures. 
Some venues are rumoured to have links with criminal elements who find them 
useful for money-laundering. But the lack o f success of many fleeting gay 
venues, which operate for short periods and close, relates more to mismanagement, 
misjudgement o f their market and under- or over-capitalisation. Others form 
around a particular group, then collapse when the interest wanes: the Prince 
Consort Hotel on the border of China Town hosted Otoko Night for Asians and 
friends for a year or so in the 1990s before the organisers lost interest.
Others are really clubs which move between hotels, attracted by better 
facilities or better financial deals. Boot Co., for men who like leather, was 
operated from the Sportsman, but in mid-1997 shifted to the Shamrock Hotel, 
advertising a new strict dress code (apparel must include boots). There was no 
longer any ‘back room’, which had been a feature o f its operations at the 
Sportsman, although the Den, Brisbane’s main men’s non-sauna sex-on- premises
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venue was across the road. As Queensland Pride announced:
There is a deal with The Den across the road but don’t get knocked down 
running between the two. It might be hard explaining to your mum why you 
were only wearing a pair of leather chaps when the bus sent you sprawling 
across Brunswick St.!15
Augmenting the Den, there are now two gay male saunas, Body Line and 
Wet, frequented by the whole range of homosexual males, from married men 
to men on their way home from gay venues, or tourists who find saunas the 
easiest and safest place to met other men. Sex-on-premises establishments 
have to some extent replaced gay Beats as a commercial outlet for anonymous 
sexual encounters.
Linked to some of the venues and the entrepreneurial gay and lesbian 
individuals who run them are the various dance parties which have become so 
typical of the younger end of the gay and lesbian scene. Sleaze Balls — large 
dance parties that exude raw sexuality as scantily-dressed men and women 
celebrate their non-heterosexuality — began in Sydney in 1982 as an outgrowth 
from and means of financing the February mardi gras, but have now become a 
tradition all over Australia. In Brisbane, the Queen’s Birthday Ball has been an 
annual gay and lesbian event for over thirty years. This June Ball, under the 
benevolent but autocratic gaze of one of Brisbane’s long-term drag personas, 
‘Dame Sybil’, is an ornate costume party which in recent years has also become 
a dance party once the community awards are over. Brisbane’s Sleaze Balls 
began in 1989 when Wayne Cable, then running Patches nightclub, staged the 
first ball in the Roxy, next door to his nightclub. The Balls have continued 
regularly, run by the proprietors of gay venues and a lighting-staging company, 
but with much obvious friction and competition, and various degrees of 
commercial and benevolent motivation. The advent of the Sleaze Balls coincided 
with the rise of the dance party phenomenon in the 1990s, huge specially-themed 
dance parties with DJ-provided music, not aimed at any particular market other 
than youth culture. The two concepts have largely merged as sexual orientation 
becomes less of an issue for young people in the 1990s.
Cable used the Roxy venue again at Easter 1990, the last Sleaze Ball before 
gay law reform was passed by Parliament, and again in 1991, a memorable 
affair with a drag extravaganza led by ‘Hazel LaBelle’ and ‘Madam Zowie’. 
In 1992 the Ball moved to the Waterloo Hotel atNewstead, Cable managing to 
attract promotional support from several gay venues. There were two Sleaze 
Balls in 1993. The first, in March, was Cable’s last venture, staged at the 
Manhattan, beginning with the inaugural Mr Queensland Leather Contest before 
the doors opened to 1,000 gays, lesbians, queers and friends willing to pay the 
$20 entrance charge. The second for the year was run in November at the
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Roxy by John Hannay, in association with Craig Fussell and Brian Story from 
Skypack Lighting.
The Hannay/Skypack combination continued in 1994. As Iain Clacher 
reported in Queensland Pride, the Ball ‘took a decidedly sleazier turn with the 
addition of a “Catacombs” area where couples reportedly mingled consensual ly 
with the assistance of QuIVAA who supplied free condoms and lube’.16 1995 
saw the last Hannay/Skypack collaboration, again at the Roxy. In 1996 John 
Hannay refused to collaborate, attempting to establish his own ‘Dead and Alive’- 
themed dance party as the 1996 Sleaze Ball, only to face litigation in the Supreme 
Court from Skypack Lighting over breach of their 1994 agreement which had 
registered ‘Queensland Sleaze Ball’. The Skypack-run Ball shifted to the John 
Reid Pavilion at the Exhibition Grounds, where it remained in 1997,1998 and 
1999. The Balls have special themes, and like all dance parties are renowned 
for use of recreational drugs such as Ecstasy, Speed, Ketamine, Crystal Meth 
and Amyl Nitrate. To use Iain Clacher’s description of the 1996 Sleaze Ball, 
they are ‘a feast of barely-concealed, nubile flesh writhing erotically to the 
pumping, hardcore grooves’.17
Recreational drugs are not the sole province of dance parties. Alcohol, 
tobacco and marijuana are normal social lubricants in the gay scene, but 
alongside these a growing number of gay men and lesbians use drugs 
extensively, particularly Speed and Ecstasy which are easily available. Hard 
drugs are also in wide use. Bodyline Sauna, which acts as a needle exchange 
to both gay and straight men, gives out between 1,500 and 3,000 free needles 
each week, probably about half o f which are collected by its gay clientele. It 
has become quite usual practice for venue-goers to take Speed to get them 
through the early hours of the morning.
Two other large events in the Brisbane gay and lesbian calendar have become 
loosely associated with annual celebrations and dance party nights. Since 1989 
the Pride Collective has organised three weeks of celebrations — art exhibitions, 
forums, a film festival, and a dance party — timed to begin a rally and march 
for Stonewall Day (28th June), culminating at a fair in Musgrave Park. However, 
the 1997 festivities almost floundered due to lack of support, and there seemed 
to be a lack of momentum in the Collective.18 In 1999, the tenth Pride 
celebrations, numbers were down in the march but the Musgrave Park fair 
continued to be one of the best and most relaxed gay and lesbian gatherings in 
Brisbane. Of similar style, in 1997 a Queensland Gay and Lesbian Summer 
Festival was timed to accompany the Sleaze Ball, including an attempt to stage 
a street parade and party, the Jiembra Camivale. While Wally Cowin, editor of 
Queensland Pride, chose to berate the gay and lesbian community for its 
apathy, the Summer Festival is a commercial operation, and collusions, lack of 
cooperation and jealousy between venue and other gay commercial operators 
are all too obvious.19 The June Queen’s Birthday Ball and the Pride Festival
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are celebrations with a history and meaning, the first a Brisbane tradition, and 
the second linked to an international event, both part o f collective identity. The 
Jiembra Camivale was first staged in June, then separated from Pride Collective 
activities and timed for summer in November. This commercial attempt to 
create tradition has failed, although the Sleaze Ball and the Queen’s Birthday 
Ball will survive as dance parties, regardless.
Allied to the hotel- and club- based commercial venues are growing numbers 
o f cafes, coffee shops and restaurants, art galleries, boutiques, bookshops, 
newsagents etc. all gay or lesbian-owned or gay and lesbian-friendly. They 
advertise in the gay press, are listed in the Brisbane-based Gay and Lesbian 
Business Network’s Directory, or in the Cairns Pink Guide. For example, 
coffee and cake, a leisurely Sunday breakfast or a meal at New Farm ’s 
picturesque Cafe Moray is a social institution among Brisbane’s gay and lesbian 
community.
These entertainment venues are supplemented by tradespeople and other 
businesses which also advertise in the gay press. In Brisbane it is possible to 
locate a gay-friendly electrician to fix your power-points while clad in a g- 
string, a photographer to develop your favourite naked photos, a printer to do 
your business cards, or a drag queen to liven up your next party, all from 
advertisements. While none o f these commercial businesses can afford to be 
gay- or lesbian-exclusive, their choice o f staff and the general atmosphere 
attracts the clientele they desire.
Drag Entertainers, Transgenderism and Transsexualism
‘Drag queen’ is a term widely used in popular culture to mean any man who cross- 
dresses and appears in public, regardless of whether their orientation is transgender, 
transsexual, heterosexual transvestite, homosexual transvestite, or female 
impersonator. While all of these categories are subsumed under the contemporary 
term ‘queer’ (defined in Chapter One), the continuing preponderance of drag 
entertainers in the commercial gay scene seems to run contrary to other changes in 
gay and lesbian culture which have led to less role-playing.
In 1998, when the Alliance Hotel became a gay venue once more, the new 
owner announced there would be no drag shows, leaving room for entertainment 
which was ‘not quite so tizzy’. (Six months later the Alliance was advertising 
‘Lisa Leanne’ o f Sydney’s Les Girls, ‘Lidia Box’, ‘Miss LSD’ and ‘Freda Mae 
West’, which shows that profit speaks louder than propaganda.20) However, 
his initial opening publicity elicited a response from one potential patron, Tel 
Denning, who despite his eccentric abrasive style, echoed what many feel:
I realise that finally someone’s seen through the ‘How to be a good fairy’ poof
propaganda. They’ve listened to the ‘hisses’ of the patrons wanting to be
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included and not wanting to be faced with freaks and their propaganded, ‘Sister! 
Stunning! I said love! Go-girl!’ rave.
Some were along the line, someone turned homosexual into fern, pink, camp or 
perve, sex, fisting, submission, leather, and toilets. Yee-ha to that. More o f it 
and more power to it, but I thought being homosexual was about loving and/or 
sex, with your own gender and not the opposite sex. Lesbians in male suits and 
ties or males in their little brothers’ t-shirts and high heels — what is leather, 
fetishes and diverse sex other than sex? What has that got to do with 
‘homosexual’?21
Denning continued his diatribe in an October issue o f  BrotherSister:
Though I have no problem with cross-dressing, I cringe and hate it when it is 
referred to as gay/lesbian. There is a huge difference between a drag queen in a 
$2 wig and St Vincent clothing, and a socially accepted sex change. Isn’t 
‘homosexual’ about liking and loving your own gender? Male with male and 
female with female, not male with propagandised ‘girly he girl’ with male genitals 
or female with ‘blokey’ female in her father’s suite and man’s tie — a total het 
myth!
... I always thought the drag queens and leather men in harnesses, caps, big 
belly and twirly moustache in the middle of the day and out in public, were paid 
actors from a nearby circus — yeek!22
Denning scored two counter-attacks in BrotherSister. One reply noted that
the most fundamental error in his argument was that:
he falls into the hierarchal and patriarchal technique used to silence and 
disempower minorities: the notion that queer people are somehow to blame for 
their own oppression — a simple case of blaming the victim.23
Another letter also took him to task:
Why should people like drag queens and leatherman and queer people who so 
beautifully fuck with gender norms (normally not even consciously, but simply 
because that’s the way they are!), who are so victimised by heterosexist exclusion 
and narrowmindedness, be subject to the same oppression in the very community 
we’ve established to be free from that crap? It is these people who carry the flag 
of our liberation with every breath they take — they are the personification of 
everything the queer community represents. They challenge the bogus notion 
of two polarised and opposite genders and break down the closet the straights 
want us to stay in with nothing more than their own existences. Our community 
should be embracing and supporting these revolutionaries — not demanding 
they censor themselves and conform to some straight-acting stereotype just to 
appease the narrow and over-sensitive attitudes of the mainstream.24
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Despite his lack of political correctness, there are many who would envy 
Denning’s bravado, in having the guts to ask these questions, particularly about 
entertainment in gay venues. While drag queens and transgenders might 
‘beautifully fuck with gender norms’ why do male-oriented gay venues insist 
on using drag queens as their major form of entertainment? Is it audience 
demand? I suspect not. Women present at these performances often find drag 
shows demeaning and disgusting. Why do these men want to dress as often 
very poor caricatures of women and mime songs? Why is this such a central 
part of the gay venue scene?
The word ‘transgender’ is now part of the standard description of the queer 
community — gay, lesbian, bisexual and transgender. Members of the cross- 
dressing/transgender subculture object to the term ‘transvestite’ (first coined 
by sexologist Magnus Hirschfeld in 1910, meaning to dress in clothes used by 
the opposite sex), because it has connotations of a compulsive disorder. ‘Cross­
dresser’ or ‘transgenderist’ have better connotations, suggesting a life-style 
choice and an awareness of the process of gender dysphoria and transformation. 
The ‘transgender’ identity has been developed to encompass a wide range of 
gender transgressions: pre-operative and post-operative transsexuals, 
transvestites, drag queens, cross-dressers, gays and lesbians and straights who 
exhibit any kind of dress or behaviour which can be interpreted as crossing 
accepted gender roles. Transgenderism is really a category apart from the 
others. Transgenders feel their true gender is not that of their biological sex: 
they adopt the clothing of the opposite sex and attempt to ‘pass’ as members of 
the opposite sex, the category including those who have had sex change surgery 
or are undergoing medical treatment which involves changing their sex 
anatomically.25 Transgenders have different motivations, performing as the 
females they have become. Carlotta from Sydney’s Les Girls, and Brisbane’s 
Toye De Wilde are well-known transgender performers.26
Western cross-dressing has a history back as far an ancient Greece, when 
different persona were assumed by changing clothing. This was reinforced in 
early Christian Europe by Church bans on women performing in public, which 
led to young male actors dressing as women in theatrical performances, and 
then when the bans were lifted in the seventeenth century, also to women 
playing men’s roles. Theatre has maintained this cross-dressing tradition as a 
standard dramatic ploy, and it is continued in popular entertainment such as 
vaudeville, circuses and television.27 Twentieth-century cross-dressing 
transgender entertainers such as Danny La Rue or A ustralia’s own 
internationally-renown female impersonator, Dame Edna Everage, have 
perfected the theatrical art form.
‘Passing’ as the opposite gender in every-day life also has a long history. 
Over several hundred years we have examples of ‘passing women’, similar to
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‘William’ Marion Edwards, the Brisbane and Melbourne ‘passing women’ from 
1906, described in Chapter Five. These women attempted to live, work or 
marry as men, making conscious decisions based on economic necessity, status 
considerations or desire for adventure.28 The first sexual theorists, late last 
century and early this century, explained these women as transvestites and 
sexual inverts, men trapped in women’s bodies. Many ‘passing women’ were 
lesbians, feminists often claiming them as leaders in rebellion against patriarchy, 
assuming male power with their male clothes. ‘Passing men’ are more numerous 
but quite difficult to explain. The most famous was undoubtedly Chevalièr 
Charles d’Eon, the eighteenth century French aristocratic diplomat and spy, 
who spent the later decades of his life dressed as a woman, having convinced 
an inquisitive Europe that he was biologically female.29 But not all cross-dressing 
men do so publically. For instance, Australian motoring journalist Peter Wherrett 
recently revealed his long-term predisposition to cross-dressing in private.30
However, at the same time as D ’Eon there were the beginnings o f a sexual 
and gender underworld in Europe’s major cities, associated with the formation of 
a distinctive subculture. Within this eighteenth century subculture were men called 
‘fops’, effeminate o f dress and mannerisms. Cross-dressing and effeminacy 
have long-term associations with homosexuality, but neither necessarily carries 
with it connotations of homosexuality, and certainly not sexual perversion, which 
came from categorisation by the sexologists of the late nineteenth century. It is 
only over the last hundred years or so that cross-dressing has been seen as 
behaviour questioning belief in the innate nature of gender. Although society 
usually assumes that gender is genetic, determined by the male or female genitalia, 
it is in fact culturally constructed and can be assumed, totally, partially or casually. 
Not all cross-dressing males are gay or involved in drag shows. The 1994 film 
Priscilla, Queen o f  the Desert was a culmination o f growing Australian 
appreciation of the drag tradition, which probably dates back to the nineteenth 
century: Earl Yarmouth, mentioned in Chapter Two, certainly entertained Mackay 
locals in his sequined butterfly outfit in the 1890s. The tradition finally reached 
the commercial mainstream with Sydney’s Les Girls in the 1963. In cross-dressing 
as women, men are presenting an interpretation, a parody of femininity which is 
based on their concepts of women, but is really a mixture of male and female 
gender and sexuality, their masculinity still distinct, from their deep voices to hairy 
legs and sometimes even moustaches. Most o f these drag queens are simply 
men in frocks and makeup, having fun, without any deeper intent. But mixed with 
them are transgenders —  men taking female hormone injections, pre- and post­
operative transsexuals —  who support the two gender dichotomy and desire to 
change their sex.
Fem ale im personators are prim arily  cross-dressers, but som e are 
transgenders. Their motivations thus vary considerably. There is undoubtedly 
an element o f sexual arousal, or the desire to be noticed, to achieve status, to be
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more important and glamorous than their hum-drum lives deserve. For others it 
is the challenge o f changing gender, presenting themselves as a different person, 
o f a different gender. Often stage personas are ribald, and most are capable of 
dealing with interjectors in devastating ways, their vituperage quite the equal of 
bullock drivers. In a lesser but similar category are the thousands of men who 
don female attire on special occasions, such as the Queen’s Birthday Ball, 
becoming drag queens for the night. Two well-known dowager drag queens 
graced Brisbane’s gay venues in the 1980s and 1990s. Formidable ‘Mother’, in 
real life a butler at the prestigious Queensland Club, died in the mid-1990s: she 
was famous for uncouth ‘flashes’ in bars and occasionally carrying a brick in 
her handbag to deal with trouble. ‘Mother’ is survived by the more gracious 
‘Freda Mae West’, who has run her own bar at various times, is called upon to 
judge young aspirants at competitions such as Miss Sportsman, and still performs 
on stage. ‘Tamara’, another rather outrageous drag identity, hosts ‘Tamara Tonite’ 
the most popular program on Briz 31, Brisbane’s community television channel, 
and runs a Dial-a-Drag-Queen service for anyone looking for something a little 
special to add to a social occasion. ‘Tamara’ featured in a two-page spread in 
Campaign in November 1998, which rated her web page as 10 out of 10.31 She 
also stood in the Brisbane mayoral election in 2000, gaining 12,241 votes, some 
three per cent of the overall poll. Other drag queens regularly inhabit the stages 
of gay venues, but few of them actually live their lives cross-dressed.
There is also an element o f old-fashioned camp mixed in with the drag 
queens’ performances. ‘Camp’, meaning males exaggerating effeminate 
mannerisms, is a form of gender inversion veiy common in past decades. Camp 
has also become a fundamental part o f Queer Theory, which many lesbians 
and feminists see as detrimental to their interests. Drag queens camping it up 
confirms m en’s preconceived notions o f women; the dominance o f the 
commercial venue drag queen performers disenfranchises and alienates women 
from commercial gay culture.
Gender and sexuality should be viewed quite separately, each not necessarily 
determining the other. While sex is anatomical, gender is social. We would be 
wrong to assume to know the sexual preferences of cross-dressers or transgenders. 
They occupy a third gender category outside of modem conventional masculinity 
and femininity, which by its very existence serves to deconstruct the gender 
dichotomy. Frank Lewins’ study of male transgenderism in Australia is the most 
sophisticated research on the topic. In his conclusion Lewins states that 
transgenderism is a ‘response to the rigid, socially prescribed gender dichotomy 
of heterosexual men and women’, noting that he has stressed ‘heterosexual’ to 
‘ indicate the value o f viewing gender in relation to sexual desires’ :
This has provided not only a clarification of the ways transsexuals negotiate
their past and current personal relations, but also points to the nature of the
determinist, gendered world we all live in and the sorts of strains it is experiencing.
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The growing visibility of gay and lesbian political activity and increasing evidence 
that previous estimates of the incidence of transsexualism are not merely too 
low, but meaningless, indicate a variety of psychological identities, confronting 
an extremely rigid gender dichotomy.32
Female impersonators are performers o f a special type. They range from 
crude and loud ‘cocks in frocks’ pranksters seeking to mock women and 
femininity, to performers who understand that breaking through gender 
boundaries is a radical act, to sophisticated transgender cabaret artists. While 
transgendered individuals and drag queens make some members o f  the 
mainstream gay community feel uncomfortable, they are included within the 
Queer rubric as part o f that same community. Their stage acts are encouraged 
by gay venue operators who market their glamour rather unthinkingly as cheap 
theatrical performances. However, their refusal to accept gender dichotomy 
and non-mutability is a useful challenge to the rigidity o f the conventional 
categories, ‘masculine m an’ and ‘feminine woman’. Their radical approach 
to gender is a powerful political statement, whether or not they consciously 
verbalise it as such.
The Regions
The Introduction to this book raised the point that what makes Queensland 
different is the string o f medium size cities up its east coast. Brisbane, in the 
southern comer o f the State, is 1,800 kilometres from Cairns, the most northern 
Queensland city. During the 1990s visible gay and lesbian regional communities 
developed in Caims, Townsville and Rockhampton, with lesser scenes at Mackay, 
the Sunshine Coast, Toowoomba, and surprising in its slow development, the 
Gold Coast. There has been an accompanying development of regional gay 
venues, partly a commercial colonisation by Brisbane’s venue operators. 
Brisbane’s John Hannay, no stranger to the north since his hotel interests in 
Mackay in the 1970s, in 1998 announced that he had decided to open northern 
versions o f his Brisbane Beat night club in Caims and Townsville. But the 
southern imperialism has not all been smooth going: Neil McLucas o f Barramin 
Pty Ltd at the Sportsman Hotel in Brisbane leased the Sovereign Hotel in 
Townsville, only to become involved in a public dispute over his nominee’s 
management strategy.33
Caims, with its gay tourist resort at Turtle Cove and several gay and lesbian 
accommodation establishments in the city, plus two gay nightclubs, has come of 
age, marketed as a major post-Sydney Mardi Gras destination.34 By 1997 a 
Pink Guide to Cairns had been published, Sleaze Parties were a regular event, 
and World AIDS Day was marked by a concert opened by footballer and self- 
created gay celebrity Ian Roberts, a recent addition to the Townsville scene.35
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The Caims City Council is divided in its attitude to gay issues. Mayor Tom 
Payne praised the 1997 post-Sydney Mardi Gras Fitzroy Island dance party as 
good for the local economy, which caused quite a storm in the Cairns Post and 
on talk-back radio.36 But the last word on Caims must go to Councillor Fran 
Lindsay, who persuaded the Council to change the name of a new street, Pansy 
Close, to Hyacinth Close, because no one wanted to buy land in the street. 
Lindsay, worried that young boys living in Pansy Close might become the brunt 
o f teasing, obviously lacked a classical education. Hyacinthus was a beautiful 
Greek boy dearly loved by the gods Apollo and Zephyrus, killed accidentally by 
Zephyrus with a discus. Apollo’s grief was so great that he changed Hyacinthus 
into the flower which now bears his name, and placed his body forever in the 
heavenly constellations.37 Pansy Close was the safer name!
Townsville, the largest northen city, lacks Caims’ tourist-drawing charms 
but in 1998 had two gay venues, PJs and the Sovereign Hotel, and an Out 
Proud Arts Festival. Change came slowly throughout the 1990s, partly as a 
result o f the 1990 law reforms, but also because more Townsvillians became 
comfortable with expressing gay and lesbian identities. By 1997 the New Year’s 
party, the Out Proud Arts Festival dance party, or the Townsville’s Queen’s 
Ball at PJs, could each attract a crowd o f around 300. QuAC was well- 
established, 4TTT FM had a Liberation radio program, there were gay social 
groups, special nights for women at venues, and a reformed attitude down at 
the Townsville Daily Bulletin. Colin Edwards provided a description o f local 
reactions to the 1997 Out Proud Festival’s World Dance Party, held (in 
Townsville style) at the Table Tennis Centre:
The overwhelming media interest has been amusing to say the least, yet the 
positivity o f the coverage, including three front page newspaper stories with 
headlines like ‘Tickled Pink’ and ‘Pink Dollar’, give rise to a truly Out Proud 
experience. Even the letters to the editors o f the papers in question, and their 
subsequent editorials, are continuing to help educate regional Queensland to a 
better understanding o f homosexuality, lesbianism and transgenderism.38
Other regional centres have smaller gay and lesbian scenes. Rockhampton’s 
Rocky Road Gay and Lesbian Society Inc stages the Gala Fykes and Dags 
Costume Ball, now augmented by a local Sleaze Ball. There is also a Capricomia 
Lesbian Social Group, an annual Glorious Girls Show performed by local lesbians, 
a Yin Yang Social and Support Group, and P-FLAG, a support organisation for 
parents and friends o f gays and lesbians.39 On the Sunshine Coast, Noosa’s 
low-rise resort village atmosphere and the nearby beaches, national parks and 
the cooler uplands around Maleny, has been attracting increasing numbers of 
gay and lesbian residents and tourists:
A stroll along Hastings Street at night, especially outside school holiday periods,
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invariably reveals the very large and clearly apparent number of gay and lesbian 
couples and groups dining by candlelight.40
Other regional centres are not so lucky. Mackay, a beautiful but dead spot between 
Rockhampton and Townsville, better know for the gays and lesbians who left 
than those who remain, had an inaugural dance party in July 1996 with 160 attending, 
but other than these occasional gatherings, excitement rarely rises beyond ten pin 
bowling.41 Bundaberg and Hervey Bay are even quieter, the local correspondent 
for Queensland Pride reporting in September 1997 that:
Sadly not much is happening in Bundy, other than the usual coffee night when 
a couple of guys get together at the well-known coffee shop in town.42
Toowoomba boasts the Silver Wheat Society, which holds dances plus a few 
other activities, and has achieved community merit points by sponsoring a literary 
competition in Queensland Pride. The lack o f any substantial gay or lesbian 
scene in these provincial cities is understandable, but the curious anomaly is the 
Gold Coast, which in the 1950s and 1960s had a far more substantial gay scene 
than it does in 2000. A major tourist location with a large gay and lesbian 
workforce in its resorts, hotels and restaurants, in the 1990s the Gold Coast had 
a gay sauna which closed, and sustains one constant gay venue, the Meeting 
Place. Although the locals have managed recently to stage annual dance parties 
attracting around 900 people, generally the Gold Coast is too close to Brisbane 
to maintain multiple venues.
Queensland at the start o f  the twenty-first century has a substantial 
metropolitan and regional gay scene. While law reform and HIV/AIDS have 
provided a political edge to the developments, the changes are part o f a greater 
evolutionary process as Australia and the rest o f the world has broken down 
artificial barriers relating to sexuality and gender. Many elements of Queensland’s 
gay scene are no different from those found in other areas o f Australia. The 
Brisbane scene has developed slowly since the 1960s, its sophistication evolving 
as the city has grown into a major Australian urban centre. The accompanying 
interlinked small but vibrant regional gay scene is different from other Australian 
States, but probably owes its origins to the geography of State, not anything 
unique about Queensland.
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Conclusion
The Introduction raised a question: is Queensland really any different from the 
rest of Australia? The accompanying shadow question must ask whether 
Queensland’s gay and lesbian culture is any different from that found in the rest 
of Australia? The argument that Queensland is different was prominent during 
the Bjelke-Petersen years and has resonated once more in the 1990s with the 
rise and decline of Pauline Hanson and her One Nation Party. It is a conservative 
State with a strong rural heartland, but has produced some of the most radical 
socialist politicians in Australian history. It is racially diverse with a large 
indigenous population. Last century Queensland was also a very male preserve, 
given the proportional overabundance of males and the maturation of the 
Australian national type.
Brisbane is the dominant city, but it is situated in the southeast, 2,000 kms 
from the far reaches of the State, which are better served by the several major 
cities strategically placed along its east coast. Queensland also had a different 
experience from the rest of Australia during the 1940s when around one million 
Americans passed through on their way to and from the Pacific War, which 
certainly left some short-term impact. And the Australian national type — that 
icon of mateship, the bronzed Aussie male — in tradition and practice can be 
found in Queensland in great abundance. Queensland has always been slow to 
embrace social change. The peculiar political configuration of Queensland 
from the 1960s until the end of the 1980s— the gerrymandered, rural/reactionary 
rule of the National/Liberal and National Party government (1957-1989) — 
meant that the State had a pronounced culture of patriarchy, which challenged 
feminist agitation during the 1970s and gay liberation in the late 1980s.
My answer to the question posed in the Introduction was that Queensland 
has some characteristics which make it different from any other State, but 
actually Queensland remains quintessentially Australian, far more so, I would 
argue, than Australia’s largest cities, Sydney and Melbourne. Frontier sexuality 
was very male dominated: several of the chapters suggest that manhood in 
nineteenth century Queensland was on the cusp between earlier forms— which 
were more accepting of bisexual behaviour and adult/youth sexual relations — 
and modem forms where adult heterosexuality is the dominant ideology, with 
the teen years sheltered from adulthood. The imbalance in the sexual ratio 
between males and females led to abundant situational homosexuality which 
exacerbated residual pre-modem characteristics. A homosexual identity for 
men and women, based largely on gender inversion, began to develop at the 
end the nineteenth century, lesbians emerging more slowly than camp males, 
their metropolitan subculture well established in the 1920s, 1930s and 1940s.
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There is some evidence o f interracial homosexuality last century which 
seems to challenge the ideology behind W hite Australia, reminding us that 
race and sexuality are both social constructs, quite fluid and changing in 
their definition and implementation. There is no obvious racial segregation 
the 1990s, with increasing numbers o f Asians and indigenous Australians 
choosing to jo in  the gay scene, although many still express a degree o f 
am bivalence about their reception and seek out social partners more 
receptive to racial minorities. Rural homosexuality still exhibits some 
elements o f frontier life: it is an undercurrent not a dominant surface current, 
with little chance o f any socialising outside o f Beats and cyberspace.
Over the last decade Brisbane and the several coastal cities have developed 
a substantial interlinking gay scene with connections between metropolitan and 
regional commercial venues and leading personalities, the linking helped by the 
deliberately Statewide scope o f gay and lesbian newspapers such as Queensland 
Pride. Would a visitor from Sydney, London or San Francisco notice any 
remarkable difference in gay life in Queensland? If your fantasy is a suntanned 
muscular cowboy wearing a Drizabone, an Akubra hat and tight moleskin jeans 
without any jocks, you could certainly find one in Rockhampton during the Beef 
Festival, or in Mount Isa during its Rodeo when ringers from distant properties 
and rodeo riders from all over Australia head into town, but not usually in 
Brisbane. Brisbane’s young gay men are more likely to be wearing designer 
label jeans and shirts, their hair styled and coloured, almost indistinguishable 
from any Sydney crowd in an Oxford or King Street hotel or cafe. Most o f 
Brisbane’s lesbians could also grace Darlinghurst or Newtown in Sydney, without 
anyone recognising their Queensland origins. Indeed, given the flow of migration 
to the Sunshine State, they quite likely came from the southern States originally, 
before fleeing north in search of the tropics and a more relaxed life style.
Queensland gay and lesbian urban identity is close to the standard Australian 
model, but the scene is certainly smaller, slower and more leisurely than in Sydney 
or Melbourne: absorbing what Thea Astley described as ‘a delicious tendency to 
procrastinate’ in the hot weather. Apart from this tropical factor, Queensland is 
Australia writ large: its gay and lesbian subculture has matured in a very Australian 
way. I would argue that Queensland, rather than being so different, is typically 
Australian. O f far greater importance are the changes which have altered the 
urban subculture into a mainstream culture in the 1990s, bringing Queensland into 
line with similar developments Australia-wide and world-wide.
There is nothing static about the situation in the late 1990s. We have not 
arrived at one perfect level o f cultural development, merely one point in time. 
Once we grasp the fact that society and culture are constantly changing, there 
is no longer any reason to see any culture or subculture as fully evolved or 
permanently subservient to one main culture. The excitement of this realisation 
is that, just as our parents and grandparents did before us, in our lifetimes we
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will see immense social and cultural changes. There will always be arguments 
about how much all sexuality is socially constructed, how much queer desire is 
congenital, or is the product o f early childhood influences. Certainly though, the 
modem gay and lesbian subculture developed because o f many interrelated 
reasons, to do with capitalism, consumerism, urbanisation, secularisation, lessening 
o f family bonds and increasing individualism, as well as the negative constraints 
o f the Western legal and medical systems. In many ways, as I argued in Chapter 
Eleven, this subcultural phase has been completed. Although there is not a 
uniform development, and there are residual forms o f the subculture remaining 
—  role-playing and Beats, differences in the rates at which gay male and lesbian 
identity have developed, and different rates o f acceptance in different ethnic 
communities and classes —  generally speaking a vibrant gay/lesbian/queer 
culture now exists. Despite the still vociferous objectors to same sex 
relationships, usually clinging to biblical texts for their justification, Australia has 
changed and now largely accepts alternative sexualities and lifestyles.
Gay and lesbian culture is no longer a subculture of a monolithic heterosexual 
mainstream culture, although many of its themes have been appropriated into 
the straight culture and are now indistinguishable. At the trendy end o f society, 
in terms of fashions and dress sense, demeanour, socialising etc. it is increasingly 
difficult, often impossible, to differentiate non-gay men and non-lesbian women 
from gay-identified males and lesbian-identified women. In the world o f style 
where image is what counts, a straight man can now express himself as a 
dandy in a way that once would have been instantly identifiable as camp or 
effeminate. A straight woman can dress and behave in any manner she pleases, 
ignoring societal rules that once demanded she adopt stereo-typically feminine 
ways. In past decades gay men were characterised as camp, and lesbians 
were stereotyped as butch, adopting gender characteristics which identified 
them and enabled them to build a community with like-minded individuals. Today, 
role-playing is in retreat as men and women realise that sexuality and gender 
are partly socially constructed and that they do not need to behave in any 
particular way. Gay men and women have become increasingly body-conscious. 
‘Muscle Marys’, gay men who ‘pump iron’ in gyms, are now far more typical 
o f the gay male scene than effeminate males who never lift anything heavier 
than a cocktail glass in a bar. Queer consciousness has made inroads on gay 
and lesbian consciousness —  many o f the more socially-empowered younger 
generation find identifying as gay or lesbian as alien as identifying as camp or 
butch. For them, forms o f sexuality and ways of dressing and behaving are 
part o f human liberation and choice.
This colonisation o f the wider base culture and the creation o f a gay culture 
which is as distinct as an ethnic culture, rather than isolation in a subculture, 
also has its downside. Although we can point to legal and medical reforms and 
a degree of community acceptance as the reasons why it has occurred, there is
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also a commercial reality which has enabled it all. The corporate world and its 
media offshoots have been responsible for much of the creation of the gay and 
lesbian culture of the 1990s and 2000s, just as they have shaped the rest o f 
Australian society. There is big money in the Pink Dollar, which leaves us in 
the clutches o f the mass media manipulators and company directors in corporate 
boardrooms, who now do more to shape gay and lesbian culture than any political 
motivations from within. However, there has also been gay and lesbian agency 
involved in shaping the subculture/culture. There are networks of lesbian and 
gay businesses, entrepreneurial individuals, established gay and lesbian leaders in 
cultural and artistic fields. At the base level are gay/lesbian/queer individuals 
who prefer to see their dollars go to support gay/lesbian/queer commercial ventures, 
which to some extent ameliorates the manipulations of the corporate giants.
The gay scene is no longer politically-driven in the way it was in the 1970s 
and 1980s, except when it relates to HÍV/AIDS. Many of the legal, medical 
and political battles have been won, but they were part-and-parcel of the driving 
force which shaped the subculture. It remains to be seen if the gay and lesbian 
culture will remain as distinct as it was when it had all the hallmarks o f a 
battling subculture. There are signs, as diverse as the Queer Theory, and 
commercial exploitation, that it will not. Whether one regards this as ominous 
and deplorable or just part o f historical change, rather depends on one’s point of 
view. In the face o f what would seem to have been a strongly homophobic 
society, Queensland’s gay/lesbian/queer community has flourished in the 1980s 
and 1990s. The argument put forward here is that Queensland is in many ways 
the perfect paradigm o f the transition which has occurred in Australia from 
isolated homosexual acts and individuals, to the development of a gay and lesbian 
subculture, and what I suggest has now become a culture in its own right.
The tropical climate, together with the relaxed atmosphere of the Sunshine 
State, are just the right place for symbolic rainbows to remain vibrant and unfading.
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